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"Easter Marches"

"Easter Marches," again scheduled to take place in
Eurgpean countries, may have propaganda impact inimical to
Western defense (NATO) efforts and may strengthen neutralist
tendencics. This form of the "peace" campaign, whether

Communist-inspired or not, if given sufficient support,

could strengthen Soviet beliefs that large segments of the
populations in NATO countries are unwilling to support their
countrics' defense efforts. Moreover, Easter marches and
demonstrations, and the attendant publicity, could conceivably
be used this year to enlarge differing views on comnon
European econcmic and defense policies.

2
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17 April

19 April

20 April

24 April

April

28 April

April

1 May

National Organizations of Afro-Asian Peoples'
Solidarity Qrganization (AAPSO) to observe

17 April (Bay of Pigs) anniversary as Day of

Solidarity of AAPSO with the peoples of Latin
America

World Federation of Resistance Fighters (FIR;
Communist Front) Commemoration of 20th
Anniversary of Warsaw Ghetto uprising

1389: Hitler's Birthday (possible anti-German
moves by Communists)

World Youth Day Against Colonialism and for
Peaceful Coexistence (Communist)

Afro-~Asian Journalists' Conference, Indonesia
(Djakarta-Bandung), 24-30 April 1963

Italian general elections scheduled
(See Briefly Noted)

Twentieth Anniversary of German's discovery of
The Communist KATYN massacre (see 19 April)

World Holiday of Labor (celebrated by Communists,
Socialists, certain other Labor groups)

5
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1 May Indonesia to Assume Sovereignty over West New
Guinea (See Briefly Noted)

8 May VE Day, 1845

12 May 328 day Berlin land blockade ended as a result

cf successful US airlift, 1949

14 May Warsaw Pact, 20-year mutual defense treaty
signed at Warsaw by USSR, Albania, Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Rumania and
East Germany, in 1955

- 30 May Communist coup d'etat in Hungary, 1847
13 June Twentieth anniversary of Moscow's official
declaration disbanding the Communist International
(COMINTERN)
17 June Tenth anniversary of anti-Communist riot and

strike in Communist Germany against increased
work quotas; Soviet troops were required to
put down the riot (1953)

17 June Fifth anniversary of Communist Hungarian
Governnent's announcement of the trial and
execution of Imre Nagy, Gen., Pal Maleter
and other leaders of the Hungarian Revolt of
November 1958 (1958)

6
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. Reorganization and Mansuver in the Soviet Party and State

BACKGROUND: (Note: The economic shortcomings which re-
ted in last November's reorganization were explained in
dance #607, 3 December 1862, and will not be discussed here.
8 guidance describes the organizational acrobatics and po-
ical maneuvers the Soviets use while avoiding or postponing
damental economic reform.)

In time of economic difficulty or internal political ri-
ry, the Soviet leadership sometimes turns to organizational
ri-making., On the one hand, "reorganization" has often
n a way of purging undesirable officials, or of keeping
se who were not purged faithful and alert. On the other
d, the Soviet leaders sceem actually to regard reorganiza<
n as a potential cure for economic problems. If a cure is

@ifected, at least certain symptomatic irritations may be
porarily relieved: o1d promises of consumer gcods can be
laced with new (more remote) ones, bureaucrats may be prodded
o making a few new efforts, the theft of public property

be slightly inhibited for a time, 2 somewhat greater
unt of local initiative can be encouraged at the cost of
tral control, or vice versa., Real remedies are available

the Soviet ills, but these would require a certain amount
surgery. Bloated bureaucratic empires, like those of the
¥, the planners, and above all, of the CPSU, would have
be weakened and reduced, and a measure »f initiative and
entive would have to be given to the workers and managers
the enterprises. But the rulers are not about to abdicate
ir power--indeed, their doctrine tells them that it would
a crime, a "betrayal of Marxism-Leninism," to abdicate it.
they continue to tinker and adjust (see attachment) while
going fundamental change.

The November 1960 reforms:

1. Amalgamated the 100 National Hconomic Councils
vharkhozy) established in 1957 into 40 Sovnarkhozy, making

the

eli
and

nm larger and more powerful,

2. Reorganized the Party on the 'productive nrinciple,”
minating the lowest territorial units (the rayon committees)
establishing parallel organizations at other levels for

industry and agriculture., Party officials are expected to

int

con
off

ervene more directly and actively in economic activity.

3. Created a single combined srgan for Party and state
trol, that is, for the inspection and policing of Soviet
icialdom.
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4, Redistributed planning powers, with Gosplan assuming

long-term planning functions from Gosekonomsovet, and Republics
assuming short~term planning responsibilities.

Observers recognized at once that this reform was a move back
toward centralization, and a new attempt to flog the machinery
intp greater activity. But it now appears that there are other
implications as well. Hitherto the Oblast (provinecial) Party
Secretaries have been virtually the backbone »f the Party or-
ganization. They were a key element supporting Khrushchev in

his

conflict with the "anti-Party" group in 1857, and since

1855, two-thirds of the new Secretariat and Party Presidium
mempers have come from this group. They also had extensive
power in the 1957-1962 Sovanarkhozy, whose boundaries usually
corresponded with those of the Oblasts. Now these men are
being assigned to sne »f the two parts (industrial or agricul-
tural) of their former bailiwicks, and in many cases to the
less important part (e.g., to the agricultural section in a
largely industrial Oblast). New appointees are assigned to

the
and

other sector, doubling the number of officials at this rani,
halving the prestige of each individual., The former Oblast

secretaries have also lost their influence in the new Sovnark-

hoz
on

ies
The]
nay
res
be

cee
the

havy
chal

y. These changes are likely t» have profound repercussions
the Central Committee (t> which the former Oblast secretar-

belonged), and eventually alsc on the higher leadership.
‘reasons for these moves are not yet clear, but Khrushchev
have acted to weaken a conservative and parochial force
isting his efforts to rejuvenate the Party., (It may well
that the new Party-State Control Committee will next pPro-

1 to purge those Party or State officials who have outlived
ir usefulness.) On the other hand, he may unintentionally
¢ weakened his own power position, particularly by the

nge in the Sovnarkhozy, but also by the resentments which

these reforms are causing within the Party bureaucracy. At

the
the
pol

least, the 1962 reforms illustrate the instability within
USSR's prlitical structure, and the continuous process of
itical maneuver,

In two respects, the November reorganizaticon is more far-

reaching than previous shuffles. In the first place, there
is the split into industrial and agricultural sectors, a divi-
sion of a kind which would raise problems in any organization,

encouraging jealousy and conflict, and cailing for a iarge

ano
at

cul
not
men
the
In

ban
abl

nt of "liaising" at higher levels. I is not clear who,

he lower levels (i.e., Oblast) will be responsible for the
ural, propaganda, personnel, and other matters which do
lend themselves to an "industrial" or "agricultural' treat-
. More significant from the point »f view of a Communist,
split implicitly runs counter to Party goals and claims.

he past, Lenin, Stalin, and Khrushchev have worked to ur-
z¢ the peasant, that is, to change him into a more vulner-
s, more pliable "worker." Lenin's goal of electrification

2
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and Khrushchev's agrogoro>ds ("farm cities") both had this aim.
Official statements claim that differences between industry

and agriculture are smaller than in any other country. The
Twenty Year Program promises to eliminate completely differences
between city and country. From this standpoint, the reform ig

a backward step. '

Secondly, the prestige of the Party is now more committed
to practical successes. Previously, the Party provided the
inspiration and the state assumed the responsibility; as Lenin
sald, "The party tries to direct the activities of the Sovicts,
but not to replace them.," But now, with Party -~fficials ordered
to intervene more directly, the Party will also have to take a
large share of blame for failures.

Already there are signs of a revision within the reorgani-
zation, for now, in March 1963, =2 new Supreme Economic Council
has been established, apparently in order betier to coordinate
current planning and production. The exact role of the new
organ is not yet clear, but its chief, Dmitry Fedorovich Ustinov,
has had a long career in the production of missiles and arms,
This relatively unknown technician has also been made a First
Deputy Premier, a government rank he will share with Kosygin
and Mikoyan. In his former post as Deputy Premier, he is suc-
cezded by Leonid Vasilyevich Smirnov, the Chairman of the State
Committee for Defense Materiel, another arms expert. The new
Council and new appointments do not necessarily mean a reversal
of last November's reorganization, which Khrushchev reaffirmed
in a speech on 14 March, but they very likely reflect increas-
ing concern over Soviet production difficultiés. When produc-
tion difficulties occur, consumer goods usually take a back
seat, Thus, while Khrushchev had spoken in November of "a
more increased tempo' for consumer goods production, he used
his 27 February 1963 "election" speech to claim that there was
an over-riding need "to spend enormous sums on maintaining our
military might" and he stated frankly that "this diminishes--
and cannot but diminish--the opportunity for the people to
gain direct benefits...one has to put up with it."
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BACKGROUND: Since achieving independence from Dutch rule

in 1949, the 90 million inhabitants of Indonesia have been
subject by and large to the will--and the whims--of one man.
As the leader and symbol of the successful revolution against
Dutch colonial rule, Sukarno has used his consummate skill at
manipulating the various elements in Indonesian politics so

as to retain for himself the controlling power position,
Sukarno describes his concept of highly centralized govern-
ment as "guided democracy" in which the principal elements of
Indonesian society--nationalist, religious and communist
(NASAKOM) --cooperate and eventually merge in a society which
shall have achieved unity, democracy and social justice.
Sukarno's political philosophy may also be defined in terms
of the "Pantja Sila" or Five Principles: nationalism, human-
itarianism, agreement through conferring, social justice and
belief in God, which were originally propounded by Sukarno in
a speech in 1945, Indonesian economy is strictly government
controlled, as are all information media. The country's
political structure includes 2 rubber-stamp parliament, a
Supreme Advisory Council, a National Planning Board, an Economie
Development Council, a cabinet which assists Sukarno in formu-
lating policies and a mass organization, the National Front,
composed of the "loyal" parties and groups which have allegedly
submerged their separate identities and interests in support
of the government. Political parties opposed to Sukarnce's
concept of "guided democracy'"--such as the small Socialist
Party and the large Moslem Masjumi Party--have been dissolved.
In this way, Sukarno has stripped the institutions of repre-
sentative government of much of their meaning and influence,
The Indonesian army, which Sukarno uses to counterbalance the
PXI, has become disillusinned by the inability of the non-
Communist political parties to develop effective organizatisn
and support among the people and is itself initiating new
political programs to counter PKI influence. These plans in-
clude creating veterans! groups responsive to army political
direction as well as expanding current village development

and civic action prograns.

The Soviet Union has encouraged Indonesia in a Soviet-
oriented neutralism, granting Sukarno large-scale military
2id including warships, jet planes, surface to air missiles,
etc.,--and in general is making every effort to ensure that
the USSR rather than the US or China is the dominant influence
in the country. Peking, for its part, in accordance with its
goal of extending Chinese hegemony over Southeast Asia, is

Approved For Release 2000/0 Havei@eeRtI®7 8-0 3083A0 00200010006 -4
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constantly attempting to inerease its influence by offers of
aid, supporting Indonesia's moves against the Dutch and by
playing on Sukarno's ambitions as a leader of the non-aligned
states,

The Indonesian Communist Party (Partai Komunis Indonesia--
PKI) is the third element in the political power triangle of
Sukarno-Army-~Party. The largest and most cohesive political
party in Indonesia with 2 million members, directed by a
leader of stature, and having a considerable role in the gOV=
ernment and Naticnal Front, the PKI is a major influence on
the Indonesian scene. However, this was not always the case.
The Party played only a small role in the struggle for inde-
pendence, being re-established as a legal political barty only
in 1245 after 20 years underground (during the Dutch cslonial
rule and the Japanese occupation). In 1948, one month after
the arrival on the scene of a Moscow-trained Communist by the
name of Musso to take over the leadership of the very weak and
disorganized PKI, Communists in Central Java attempted a coup
against Sukarno, the "lackey of American imperialism." The
Madium rebellion--as the revolt was called--was quickly sub-
dued and the Party leaders either fled or were executed. Musso
himself was killed and the PKI entered a periocd of relative
quiescence until 1952, Re-instated in 1949, at the time the
Netherlands recognized Indonesian sovereignty, by 1955 the PKI
had regained considerable stature, polling the fourth largest
vote, and by 1957, it was the largest political party in Java
(wvhich has 60% of the Indonesian population). In the year and
a half following 1959, when Sukarno re-established the 1945
Constitution as a basis for his "guided gemocracy.". 25 percent
of the House of Representatives and the People's Congress
appointed by Sukarno were either Communist »r susceptible to _
Communist direction. Approximately the same percentage of the
Supreme Advisory Council and the Economic Council was Communist
oriented. On the executive bodies of the National Front,
Communist representation was 30 percent. However, the Commu~
nists have never been represented in the cabinet, one of their
major goals, PKI participation in the two legislative bodies
is a prestige factor but does not carry influence communsurate
with its representation. The Councils are responsive to Sukarno
only. Thus, the National Front remains the best political
forum for advancing Communist aims since it can be used in
pressuring Sukarno to expand his leftist orientation. If the
PKI succeeds in gaining representation in the cabinet, this
would probably be a meaningful political gain for the Communists
providing, as it would, an opportunity to directly influence
Sukarno's policies. The PKI is alsc active in the villages
and strong in the labor movement; it is attempting to organize
the peasantry and to infiltrate the army and the police. Tha
Party's success can be attributed not only to official tolerance
but also to the skill and industry with which it has been han-
dled under Aidit's direction and above all to its public pos-
ture of identity with the government's program. The Party's
cooperation with Sukarno is fully endorsed by the CPSU.

Approved For Release 2000/08/27 :LIA-RDP78-03061A000200010006-4
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Since the days »f the disastrous Madium rebellion, Party
leader Aidit has stressed Lenin's treatise, Left Wing Communism,
an Infantile Disorder, concerning the necessity oF tactical
cooperation with the bourgeoisie. He has also borrowed Mao's
formulation of the "two~stage revolution," doing away with the
traditional "liberal capitalist" phase, and thus passing
directly from the first "bourgeois-~or national--demoscratic!
stage (characterized by 2 united front with non-Communist and
non-proletarian groups such as the peasantry and the bour-
genisie) in which imperialism, imperialist economic vestiges,
faudal remnants, counter-revolutionary movements, etc. are all
eliminated, to the second stage of the establishment of a
"socialist society" in which . the Party dominates (i.e. the
actual stage--according to Communists--in most of the East
Buropean countries).

There are differences ~f opinion within the PKI, however,
with the nore revaolutionary or militant faction pressing for
an accelerated program of communization and adapting 2 more
critical attitude toward the present degres »f cooperation with
Sukarn» and the bourgeoisie. The militants doubt whether
"guided democracy" can really be transformed into "people's
democracy" by working from within the government frame /hote
the parallel with the situation facing the Italian Communists/,
and fear that their cooperation with the bourgeoisie will calUse
them to 1lose their identity as a party of protest and reform.
However, the reality of the Indonesian political situation
dictates prudence vis~-a-vis Sukarno, who still controls the
masses and cannot be discarded; and the PKI has not forgotten
its earlier experience in opposing a leader who symbolizes the
successful revolution against the Dutch. Moreover, both the
USSR and China are currently cultivating Sukarno, encouraging
him in his expansionist claims and providing nilitary and eco-
nomic assistance, The Sino-Soviet dispute--particularly the
unilateral condemnatinn ~f Albania (which, incidentally, Aidit
did not second)--has made Aidit's position increasingly Jdiffi-
cult, since it provides the opposition with a made-to~-order
issue with which to challenge Aidit's leaderehip. Thus, Aidit
fears that the Sino-Soviet dispute will strengthen the militant
wing of the PKI and will force him to adopt a more vigorous
and aggressive program which in turn would mare the Party more
vulnerable to repression by the Indonesian army. Aectually,
the Party militants my already have been successful in cipr—
cumscribing Aidit's authority and making his actiorns increas-
ingly subject to collective approval. The PKI has remained
neutral in the Sino-Soviet dispute and has a strong stake in
a rapprochement between the two powers so that it may continue

25X1C10b to take aid from both without becomine th AL T T
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639 F&, NE, The Kashmir Question

25X1C10b

BACKGROUND: The fourth round of negotiations in the
current scries between India and Pakistan on the Kashmir
dispute ended in Calcutta on March 14. The first three,
headed by the sanc delegation leaders, Swaran Singh, the
Indian Minister for Railways, and Z,A. Bhutto, Pakistan's
new Foreign Minister, were held in Rawalpindi, New Delhi and
Karachi. While there are not yet any firm signs that an
agreement will be reached, the talks have go far been
conducted in a less hostile atnosphere than similar talks
(at the UN, for irstance) over the long period~-virtually
since the partiticn of the sub-continent of Irdia in 1947--
in which the sovereignty of Kashmir has been ot issue. As
expected, no final agreement was reached at Calcutta and
the fifth round cf the current series will begin in Karachi
cu April 22, At the last Calcutta sesgsion, the Pakistanis
proposed a new route {bypassing Srinagar) which would permit
Indian military supplies to get to eastern Kashmir at Ladakh,
which the Chinese htve attacked and part of which they now
occupy.

The complexities of the situation and the charged
emotions of both partics over Kashmir (not to mention those
of the Kashmiris themselves) were not improved by the
signing in Peking on Karch 2 of a border agreement between
Communist China ond Pakistan., India charged (and Pakistan
denied) that Pakiston had, without any right, relinquished
sizeable parcels of territory in the north of Kashmir to the
Chinege., This agrecment seems to be consistent with a pattern
established by the Peking Government in signing border pacts
with several of its neighbors: Burnma (1260), Nepal (1961),
and Mongolia (i961)., But, whatever the pattern, the Indians
(who had sustained an attack by the Chinese instead) arc
viewing the proceedings with deep suspicions,

The problem, however difficult it may be, is not
insoluble. Less than three years ago (on September 1960)
India and Pakistan reached an agreenent which had sceemed
Just as insoluble. Indeed, it has been said that this
agrecment--on development and use of the waters of the
Indus Basin (21l of which directly or after nerging with one
another flow into West Pakistan out of Kashmir)~~constituted
an even greater achievement than would 2 settlement of the

X - - -4
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qQuestion of the sovereignty of Kashmir, which is not
economically viable and weculd no doubt be a2 tremendous
expense to any country gaining sovereignty over it. Six
countries (besides India, Pakistan and the International
Bank for Reconstruction and Development) -agreed to
participate in the financing of the Indus Basin development
(almost a billion dollars): the US, the UK, Canada, West
Germeny, Australia and New Zealand. The project is designed
to assure the water supply of more than 50 million people
living in an area totalling some 30 million acres. Two of
the world's largest irrigation dams (one of them two miles
wide with an upstream reservoir some 36 niles long) are to
be built on the Pakistani side. Three eastern tributaries
of the Indus are gradually to be devoted to India's use as
the proces§ of constructing dams and canals connected with
western waters yields an independent water supply adequate
to meet West Pakistan's requirements.

Upon achieving full independence in August 1947, India
and Pakistan were both subjected to a variety of conflicts
largely arising from historical animosity between the Hindus
and the Sikhs, on the one hand, and the Moslems, on the other.
Communal differences, founded on religious and cultural
clashes and political and economic disagreements (apart from
dissatisfaction with boundaries) grew in intensity after the
achievement of independence. There was 2 horrifying cut-
break of mass killing--hundreds of thousands of people were
killed on both sides, Of all these differences, the greatest
by far was the accession, to one Dominion or the other, of
the princely states. Theéir previous connection with the
British Crown was terminated but the independence act made
no reference to their future status. It was generally
expected that they would accede to one Dominion or the
other on the basis of Hindu-Sikh or Moslem population and
geopraphic contiguity but this was not stated in the act.

This did happen genérally, but therc were a few exceptions,
of which the princely &tate of Jammu and Kashmir (comprising
the area generally feferred to more simply as Kashmir) was one.

The area was (and is) inhabited by a mixed but largely
Moslem population, The Maharajah, however, was a Hindu.
Because of 4 fear thdt Kashmi¥ would accede to India, Moslem
inhabitants in certain districts of Jammu revolted against
the Maharajah in August 1947, after partition. The
Maharajah tried to quell the rebellion but by September,
tribesmen from the Northwest Frontier Province of Pakistan
began to invade Kashmir, and soon thereafter troops from
the embryo regular army of Pakistan Joined in the fighting,
The Maharajah, in a letter to the Governor-General of India
(Lord Mountbatten) on the 26th of October stated, inter alia:
"With the conditions obtaining at present in my State...T

2
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@ave ne option but to ask for help...and I attach the
instrument of accession (to India)." The Indian airlift
which followad was an outstanding military success. The
Indian troops reached Srinagar in the nick of time and
went directly into action from the airport. India managed,
in the months of fighting which followed, to gain control
over the renowned Vale of Kashmir, while the Pakistanis held
on to the Azad ("Free") Kashmir area in the northwest. On
30 Pecember 1948 General Bucher, Commander-in-Chief of the
Indian forces, proposed to General Gracey, Commander-in-
Chief of the Pakistanis (and President Ayub's predecessor),
that a cease-firc be effected. General Gracey agreed and
on 1 January 1949 the cease-fire went into effect. Today,
nore than fourteen years later, it is still in effect. The
controversy, placed before the UN Security Council (where
it still is), has been the subject of acrimonious dispute
there (e.g. between Krishna Menon--for India--and Zafrullah
han--for Pakistan), and of more direct but equally lengthy
and fruitless parleys between the parties involved.

The former Prime Minister of Jammu and Kashmir, Sheikh
Abdullah, a Moslem ex-teacher and once a friend of Nehru's,
has been in preoventive detention near Srinagar for years
now, while Indian-occupied Kashmir has now become 2 part
of the Indian Union with 2 largely Moslem administraticn
(subject like all the states, to the federal government at
New Delhi) headed by Bakshi Mchammed.

3
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640 WH, d, g. Countering Cuba's Claims as Champion of

Latin America's Destiny

25X1C10b

BACKGROUND :

"The role of the American Continent is not

to perturb the world with new factors of
rivalry and of discord, not to re-establish
with other methods and under other names

the imperial systems by which Republics

are corrupted and caused to die.,"--Jose Marti

Cuba's flag is red, white and blue. The colors symbolize
the blood spilled by Cuban martyrs, the purity of the
Republic's founders and the aspirations of its patriots.

Cuba's historical national hero is Jose Marti. He is
credited with having done more than any other single person
to secure Cuban independence from Spain and has been honored
as the patron saint of true morality and of the best interests
of the Cuban pcople who call him E1 Apostol (The Apostle).

Cubans consider the decades immediately precceding the
winning of their independence from Spain as the most
glorious in their history and have regarded the philosophers
and patriot-heroes of this period as the noblest men the
country has produced. :

Since the Castro regime came to power, aggressive
propaganda campaigns have been conducted to identify the
revolution of 1959 with Cuba's 19th-century nationalist
movement. Revolutionary spckesmen portray their program
as the culmination of Marti's idealistic traditions.
Castro and his spokesmen quote moral judgments of uncertain
context and doubtful interpretation from Marti's
voluminous writings to allege support for their own
positions. Marti, as old-line Communist Carlos Rafael
Rodriguez, president of Cuba's National Institute for
Agrarian Reform, explains it, "shares with the herces of
today" the grateful acclaim and appreciation of the Cuban
people,

Cuba today is being told that Marti got his best ideas
from Marx and Lenin, Fidel Castro's "History Will Absclve
Me" statement, Rodriguez explained in a January tribute to
Marti, had its origin with Marti and led inexorably to the
Communist Manifesto and "because of this, socialist Cuba
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can render full tribute to Jose Marti." Wrapping their
"lider maximo™ in Cuba's flag with statues of Marti and
Lenin in the background, Cuba's propagandists proclaim:
"Marti promised it, Fidel fulfilled it,"

The demagoguery of the Cuban regime doesn't stop there,
Bohemia claims that Castro's Second Declaration of Havana
marked "the point of departure in the struggle for complete
liberation by the successocrs of Bolivar, Juarez, San Martin
and Marti." This view is in keeping with Castro's
Pretensions to perscnify the modern-day spirit of Latin
America's heroes and to embody their revolutionary
conscience, As the Second Declaration of Havana put it:

"What is the history of Cuba but the history of Latin America."

Somewhat surprisingly, the regime continues to try to
cloak itself with the mantle of US heroes--gspecially
Abraham Lincoln., While the speaker at this year's celebration
to observe the anniversary of the birth of Lincoln--Dr. Juan
Marinellc, rector of the University of Havana--charged that
the US had abandoned Lincoln's ideals and betrayed his
memory, he associated the regime's leaders and ideals with
those of the Great Emancipator. He told Cubans that Marti
greatly admired Lincoln and mentioned him more than 100
times in his writings (carefully avoiding comparative
statistics on Marti's references to Marx and Lenin). He
quoted Marti: "Washington represented independence and
Lincoln revolution."

The Cuban regime's demagoguery doesn't stop there
either. Legendary figures are brought into use when
necessary as in Castro's nome de propaganda, "Robin Hood
of the Sierra Maestra." In other circles, Castro's
elevation to a higher sphere is attempted--e.g., exploitation
of the resemblance of the bearded Castro to Jesus. A
nativity scene in Havana during the Christmas season
featured Castro and two close Communist associates as the
Three Wise Men.

Propaganda on the hero theme has been 8o intensive and
extensive it is not surprising that the Cuban regime has
adopted something of a messianic complex, Blas Roca,
another of Cuba's old-line Communists, described it in a
6 February speech on Cuban-Spanish friendship: "The Cuban
revelution is rising as an example, a light that illuminates
the paths of the evolution in Latin Americz." Revolucion
declared on its seventh anniversary that Cuba was "the
vanguard of Latin America." And as in the propagation of
their association-with-heroes themes, the Cuban regime can't
stop there: Roca says "But the Cuban revolution is not only
an cxample for Latin America; the Cuban revolution...inspires
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all those still subject peoples.” Revolucion says, "We are

the torch that lights the revolutionary fire in Africa, Asia

and cther continents. We are a new hope for progressive 25X1C10b
humanity."
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New York (Communist Party organ)

WORKER SUPPLEMENT, FEBRUARY 17, 1963

: In ‘The Myvlnternqtional
: Commumst Movem»e;nt |

AN EDITORIAL

. AS THE DOCUMENTS in this supplement
of The Worker reveal, a debate has been going
on for some time in the international Com-
munist movement, involving every Communist
party and all Communists and progressives of
every bent. It is a debate over the life-and-
death questions of war and peace, over the
present of our world and over the future of
our planet—whether there shall still be one
and who shall inhabit it. It is a debate over
the position Communists should take on all
these questions, of how they should use the
science of Marxism-Leninism to influence the
course of history to preserve humanity and
move toward world socialism, the only guaran-
tee of a future of happiness to all mankind.

The statements by the leaders of the over-
whelming majority of the Communist Parties
of the world make abundantly clear that they
consider the prevention of thermonuclear war
and the development of peaceful coexistence
the key to the preservation of humanity and the
transition to socialism,

- American Communists and progressives are
profoundly involved in this international de-
bate: This is only natural, since American
Communists, as & responsible part of the
American people, representing the viewpoint
of the more advanced sections of the work-
ing class, the Negro people, the farmers, are
deeply concerned for the preservation of peace.

American Communists certainly. (and
this is true of all Communists), cannot afford
to speculate philosophically about the future
of the planet after a nuclear war, nor to esti-
mate how many people will die in a thermo-
nuclear holocaust, or to prophesy who will be
the victor. They are not thousands of miles
away, but in the véry center of the threat of
nuclear war, the United States. ' .

The American people have already ex-
perienced at first hand the harrowing experi-
ence of being brought to the brink of nuclear
devastation in last October’s Caribbean crisis
by the madness of the atomaniacs in the Penta-
gon and the State ‘Department, a peril only

narrowly averted by the responsible attitude of -

the Soviet Union, the tardy common sense of
the leadership of the Kennedy administration,
refusal of the American people to be panicked
into a war hysteria, and the bravery of the
American peace movement.
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tence:

Every day, every moment, the American
people, and the American Communists, as a re-
sponsible section thereof, are faced with the
struggle to keep these nuclear madmen from
plunging the world into irretrievable disaster.
They appeal to the basest chauvinism and seek
to hide the truth about nuclear war with slo-
gans about “rather being dead than red.”

. Last weekend, in the National Review,
intellectual organ of the ultra-right in the U.s.,
there appeared an article by Frank S. Meyer,

* headed:

“Just War in the Nuclear Age. Must we
allow the existence of nuclear weapons to blind
us to the folly of policies of surrender?”

In the artice itself there appears this sen-

“, .. Do not the problems raised in men’s
minds by this portentous power contribute to
the comparative ease with which acceptance is
won for liberal policies that ignore reality and
move with inexorable logic towards surrender?
And have we conservatives sufficiently come to
grips with the moral problems that the deter-
mination to win victory over Communism brings
in its train in a nuclear age?”

Such views are no less dangerous when put
forward by adherents of socialism who under-
estimate the dangers from nuclear war to the
future of mankind and socialism.

The experiences of the Caribbean crisis,
the everyday struggle to defeat the atomaniacs’
moves toward nuclear war make it clear that
peace and peaceful coexistence are the para-
mount issues for all humanity and are also the
prerequisites for the transition to socialism.

This is no new policy for the American
Communists. For years now they have been
confidently developing a policy for the peaceful
transition in the U.8. to socialism. They believe
that the relation of forces in the world, the
greatness of the Soviet Union developed by its
socialist system, the birth of the socialist coun-
tries of Eastern Europe, the creation of the
great Chinese People’s Republic, the wresting
of independence by the former colonial and
semi-colonial peoples, the maturing of the work-
ing people in the capitalist countries, including
those of the U.S., make it possible to think in
terms of blocking the imperialists frem making
war and moving in peace toward the next great .
stage in the development of mankind, socialism,

s v Tl
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“What 81-Party Statement
said on Peace

In November, 1960, 81 Com-
munist Parties met in Mescow
to resolve differences that had
arisen on the question of peaceful
coexistence and other matters.
Below is the section of the 81
parties’ statement dealing with
peace:

7/

Our time, whose main content’
is the transition from capitalism
to socialism initiated by the
Great October Socialist Revolu-
tion, is a time of struggle between
the two opposing social systems,
a time of socialist revolutions and
national-liberation revolutions, a
time of the breakdown of impe-~
rialism, of the abolition of the
colonial system, a time of transi-
tion of more peoples to the so-
clallst path, of the triumph ef
socialism and communism on a
world-wide scale.

It is the principal characteristlc
of our time that the world social-
fst system i3 becoming the deci-
give factor in the development
of society. N

Today it is the world socialist
system and the forces fighting
against imperialism, for a goclal-
ist transformation of society
that determine the main content,
main trend and main features of
the historical development of so-
clety. Whatever efforts imperial-
ism makes, it cannot stop the ad-
vance of history. A rellable basis
has been provided for further de-
cisive victories for soclalism. The
complete triumph of socialism is
inevitable. !

* s

The time has come when the
socialist states have, by forming
a world system, become an in-
ternational force exerting a pow-
erful influence on world develop- -
ment, There are now real oppor-
tunities of solving cardinal prob-
lems of modern times in a new
way, in the interest of peace,
democracy and soclalism.

The problem of war and peace
is the most burning problem of
our time. .

War is a constant companion of
capitalism. The system of exploi-
tation of man by man and the

system of extermination of man'
by man are two aspects of the
capltalist system. Imperialism has
already inflicted two devastating
world wars on mankind and
now threatens to plunge it into
an even more terrible catas-
trophe. Monstrous means of mass
amnihilation and destruction have
been developed which, If used
in a new war, can cause unheard-
of destruction to entire countries
and reduce key centers of world
industry and culture to ruins.
Such a war would bring death
and sufferifg to hundreds of mil-
liofis of people, among them peo-
ple in countries not involved in
it. Imperialism gpells grave
danger to the whole of mankind.

»

The people muat now be more
vigilant than ever, As long as
{mperialism exists there will be
soil for wars for aggression.

The peoples of all countries
know that the danger of a new
world war still persists. U.S. im~

. perialism is the main force of

aggression and war,
N I B

The time has come when the
attempts of the imperialist ag-
gressors to start & world war can
be curbed. World war can be
prevented by the joint efforis of
the world soclalist camp, the in-
ternational working class, the
national-liberation movement, all
the countries opposing war and
all peace-loving forces.

For the first time In history,
war i3 opposed by great and or-
ganized forces: the mighty Soviet
Union, which now leads the world
in the decisive branches of sci-
ence and technology; the entire
socialist camp, which has placed
its great material and political
might at the service of peace; &
growing number of peace-loving
countries of Asia, Africa end
Latin America, which have a-
vital interest in preserving peace;
the international working ciass
and its organizations, above all
the Communist Partles; the na-
tional-liberation movement of the
peoples of the colonles and de-
pendent countries; -the world
peace movement; and the neutral
countries which want no share
in the imperialist policy of war,
and advocate peaceful coexist-
ence. The policy of peacetul co-
existence Iz also favored by a
definite section of the bourgeoisie
in the developed capitalist coun-
tries, which takes a sober view of
the relationship of forces and of
the dire consequences of a mod-
ern war. The broadest possible
united front of peace supporters,
fighters against the imperialist
policy of aggression and war in-
gpired by U.S. imperialism, is
essential to preserve world peace.
Concerted and vigorous actions
of all the forces of peace can safe-
guard the peace and prevent a
new war.

The democratic and peace
forces today have no task more
pressing than that of safeguard-
ing humanity against a global
thermonuclear disaster. The un-
precedented destructive power of
modern means of warfare de-

mands that the main actions of -

the anti-war and peace-loving
forces be directed towards pre-
venting war. The struggle against
war cannot be put off until war
breaks out, for then it may prove
too late for many areas of the
globe and for their population to
combat it. The struggle against
the threat of a new war must be
waged now and not when atom
and hydrogen bombs begin to
fall, and it must gain in strength
from day to day. The important

“thing 18 to curb the aggressors in
good time to prevent war, and
not to let it break out,

s & 8

History has placed a great re-
sponsibility for warding off a new
world war first and foremost on
the international working class,
The imperialists plot sand join
‘forces to start a thermonuclear
war. The international working
class must close its ranks to save
mankind from the disaster of a
new world war.

But should the imperialist ma-
niacs start war, the peoples will
sweep capitalism out of existence
and bury it.

The foreign policy of the so-

cialist countries rests on the firm
foundation of the Leninist prin-
ciple of peaceful coexistence and
economic competition between
the soclalist and capitalist coun-
tries. In conditions of peace, the
socialist system increasingly re-
veals its advantages over the
capitalist system in all flelds of
economy, culture, sclence and
technology. The near future will
bring the forces of peace and so-
cialism new successes. The USSR
will become the leading industrial
power of the world. China will
become a mighty industrial state.
The socialist system will be turn-
ing out more than half the world
industrial product. The peace
zone will expand. The working-
class movement in the capitalist
countries and the national-libera-
tion movement in the colonies
and dependencies wiH achieve
new victories. The disintegration
of the colonial system will be-
come completed. The superiority
of the forces of socialism and
peace will be absolute. In these
conditions a real possibility will
have arisen to exclude world war
from the life of society even be-
fore socialism achieves complete
victory on earth, with capitalism
still existing in a part of the
world. The victory of socialism
all over the world will completely
remove the social and national
causes of all wars,
* s

The policy of peacefut coexist-_
ence is & policy of mobilizing the
masses and launching vigorous
action against the enemies of
peace. Peaceful coexistence of
states does not imply renuncia-
tion of the class struggle as the
revisionists claiin. The coexist-
ence of states with different so-
clal systems is a form of class
struggle between socialism and
capitallsm. In conditions of
Peaceful coexistence favorable
opportunities are provided for
the development of the class
struggle in the capitalist coun-
tries and the national-liberation
movement of the peoples of the
S0 1l and dependent countries.
‘M their turn, the successes of the
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revolutionary class and
tional-liberation struggle

na=
pro=

mote peaceful coexistence. Tho.

Communists consider it their duty
to fortify the falth of the people
in the possibility of furthering
peaceful coexistence, their deter-
mination to prevent world war.
They will do their utmost for the
people to weaken imperialism
and limit its sphere of action by

Peaceful coexistence of coun-
tries with different soclal systems
does not mean conciliation of the
gocialist and bourgeois ideolo-
gies. On the contrary, it implies
intensification of the struggle of
the working class, of all the Com-
munist Parties, for the triumph
of soclalist ideas. But ideological
and pplitical disputes between

an active struggle for peace,
democracy and national libera-

states must not be settled through
war. .

&« *

The Communist and Worker’s
Parties of the socialist countries
will go on consistently pursuing
the policy of peaceful coexistence
of states with different social
systems and doing their utmost
to spare the peoples the horrors
and calamities of a new war.
They will display the greatest
vigilance towards imperialism
vigorously strengthen the might
and defensive capacity of the
entire socialist camp and take
every step to safeguard the se-
curity of the peoples and pre-
serve peace.

inese CP's Views
in the Debate

Below. is the Chinese Commu -
nist Party’s criticism of the re-
port ef Palmiero Togliatli at the
10th Congress of the Xtalian Com-
‘munist Party. This criticisimn was
in the form of a 14,000-word ar-
ticle, which of coursc had to be
condensed for use here. Hewever,
not a single word has been
changed or added. The subheads
and the boldface emphasis are
those of the Chinese Communist
“authors. '

In accordance with ils con-
sistent stand of strengthening
friendship with fraternal Parties,
the Communist Party of China
“gent its representatives o attend
the Tenth Congress of the Com-
‘munist Parly of IHaly, which
was held in early December, at
the latler's invitation. We had
hoped that this congress would
Liclp to strengihen not only the
common struggle against imperl-
‘alism and in defence of world
peace, but also the unity of #e
international communist move-
ment. . .

But, at 1ihis congress, to our
regret and against our hopes,
Comrade Togliatti and cerlain
other leaders of the C.P.IL rudely
attacked the Communist Party
of China and other fraternal
Parties on a series of jmportant
yuestions of - principle. They did
50 in violation of the principles
guiding relatlions among frater-
nal Parties as set forth in the
Moscow Declaration and  the
Moscow Statement, and in dis-
regard of the interests of the
united struggle of the inter-
national conmumunist movement
against the encmy. ,
ADVERSE CURBENT AGAINST

MARXISM-LENINISM
“

Thus,. the Tenth Congress of
{he Communist Party of Italy
beeamne a salienl part of the
recently emerged adverse cur-
rent which runs counter to Marx-
iem-Leninism, and is disvruptling
the unily of the iudorpational
conrnuist movement,

After reading Toglialti's pen-
cral veport and Nis concluding

specch at ihe Tenth Congress of
the Communist Party of Italy
and the theses of the congress,
Gue cannot help feeling that he
and certain other C.P.I. leaders
are departing further and further
fom  Marxism-Leninism.
They cherish the greatest illu-
sions about imperialism, they
deny the fundamental antagon-
ism between the two world sys-
tems of socialism and capitalism
and the fundamenial aniagon-
ism between the oppressed na-
tions and oppressor nations, and,
in place of international class
strugele  and  anti-imperialist
struggle, they advocate inter-
national class collaboration and
the establishment of a “new
world order.” They have pro-
found illusions about the mono-
poly capitalists at home, ihey
confuse the two vastly different
kinds of class dictatorship, bour-
geois dictatorship and proletarian
dictatorship, and preach bour-
geois reformismn, or what they
eall “struetmal reform” as ‘a
substitute of proletarian revolu-
tion. ‘They allege thai the funda-
menial principles of Marxism-
Leninism have become “out-
;noded,” and they tamper with
the Marxist-Leninist . theories of
imperialism, of war and pecace,
f the state and revelulion, and
bf proletarian revolution and
proletavian  dictatorship. They
,k]ismx'd the revolutionary prin-
ciples of the Moscow Declaration
and the Moscow Statement, they
repudiate the universal laws. of
proletarian  revolulion eor, in
other words, the universal signi-
ficance of the road of the October
Revolution, and they describe the
“Itulian read,” which is the
abandonment of revolution, as a
“Jine common to the whole in-
ternational
ment.”

_THE QUESTION OF WAR
AND PEACE ’

comununist  move-

Conmrade Togliatti and certain
olher comrades differ with us,
first of nll, on the question of
war and peace. In his geueral
report to the Tenth Congress of
the Communist Parly of laly,
Toplialti dectared: “T'his problem

was widely discussed at the Con-
ference of the Communist and
Workers’ Parties held in Moscow
in the autumn of 1960. The Chi-
nese comrades put forward some
views, which were rejected by
the meeting.” ;
The Communist Party of China
has consistently taken the stand
of opposing the imperialist po-
licies of aggression and war, of
preventing imperialism  from
launching a new world war, and
of defending world peace. We
have always held that as long
as imperialism exists there will’
be soil for wars of aggression.
The danger of imperialism start-
ing a world war still exists.
However, because of the new
changes that have taken place
in the internatjonal balance of
class forces, it is possible for
the peace forces of the world to
prevent imperialism from launch-
ing a new world war, provided
that they stand together, form
a united front against the policies
of aggression and war pursued
by ihe i.mperialisl.s' headed by
the United States, and wage re-
solute struggles. Shoyld imperi-
alism dare to take the risk of
imposing a new world war on
ihe peoples of the world, such
a war would inevilably end in
the destruction of imperialisin
and the victory of socialism.
The Source of Modern War.
Firstly, the Communist Party of
China holds that the cource of
modern war is imperialism. The
chief Jforce for aggréssion and
war, 18 U.S. imperialism, the most
vicﬁxus enemy of all the people
of the world. In order to defend
world peace, it is necessary to
expose the imperialist policies of
aggression and war unceasingly
and thoroughly, so as to make
the people of the world to main-
tain a high degree of vigilance.
The fact that the forees of social-
ism, of national liberation, of
people’s revolution and of world
peace have surpassed the forees
of imperialism and war huas not
changed ihe aggressive nature of
imperialism and c¢annol possibly
change it, The imperialist bloce
headed by the United States is
engaged in ‘renzied arms exe-
pansion and  swar  preparations
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remitting exposures of imperial-

ism, and especially of the policies

of aggression and war of U.S.
imiperialism, show our disbelief

" in the possibility of averting a

weorld war; actually what these
people oppose Is the exposure
of imperialism. On many oeca-
sions ihey have publicly opposed’
the  exposure of imperialism,
Although they admit in words
that the nature of imperialism
has net changed, in fact, they
prettify U.S. imperialism in 2
hundred and one ways ang
spread among the masses of the
people illusions about imperfal-

- ism, and espeeially about U.S.

imperialism.

Nepotiation and Mass Struggle.”
Sccondly, the Communist Party
of China holds that world peace

~can’ only be seccurely safeguard-

ed in the resolute struggle
against imperialism headed by

the United States by constantly
_ strengthening the socialist camyp,

"and by consiantly strengthening
the nativnal and democratic
movements in Asia, Alfrica and
Latin America, the people’s re-
volutionary struggles in various
countries and the movement to
defend the ‘world peace. To
achieve world peace it is neces-
sary 1o rely mainly on the

- strength of ‘the masses of the

people of the world and on their
slruggles. In the course of the
struggle {o defend world peace,
it is necessary to enter into nego--
tiations on one issuc or another
with the governments of the im-
perialist countries, including {he
Government of the United States,
for the purpose of casing inter-,
national tension, reaching some
kind of compromise and arriving
at certain agrecements, subject
‘to the principle that such com-
promises and agreements must
not’ damage the fundamental in-
terests of the people. However,
world peace can never be
achieved by nogotiations alone, .
and in no circumstances must .
we pin our hopes on imperialism -
and divorece curselves from the.
struggles of the masscs.

Innumerable historical facts-
prove that genuine peate can
never be attained by begging
Amperialism for peace at the ex-~
pense of the fundamental intere
rests of the people and at the
rexpense of revolutionary prin-
[eiples. On the contrary, this can
‘only help to inilate the arrogance
of the imperialist aggressors.

The Way to Safeguard World

. Peace. Thirdly, the Communist

Parly of China holds that the
struggle for the delence of world
beace and the natiinal-liberation
movements and the peoples’ re-
volutionary struggles in various
countrics support each other and
cannot be separated. The nation-
al-liberation movement and the
beoples’ revolutionary struggles

are a powerful force weakening
the imperialist forces of war and
defending world peace. The more
the  national-liberation move-~
ments and the revolutionary
struggles of the people develop,
the ®better for the ‘defence of
world peace. The socialist coimn-
tries, the Communist of all

Approved For

solutely support the national~
liberation movements and the re-
volulionary struggles. of 4he
peoples in various countries, and
must resolutely support wars of
national liberation and peoples’
revolutionary wars,

In branding this correct view
of ours as “warlike,” those who
‘atfack the Communist Party of
China are, in fact, placing the
struggle in defensc of world
Peace in opposition to the move-

- ments of national liberaiion, the

reoples’ revolutionary strugegles
and in opposition to wars of na-
tional liberation and peoples’
revolutionary wars.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS AND
NUCLEAR WAR
On the question of war and
peace, the differences which Tog-
liatti and certain other com-~
rades have with us find striking
expression in our respective at~

titudes. to nuclear weapons and.

nuclear war.

Are Marxist-Leninist  Prin-

ciples “Out of Date?” On the.

question of nuclear weapons and
nuclear ‘war, the first difference
between us and those who attack
the Communist Party of China
is whether or
mental  Marxist-Leninist prin-
ciples on war and peace have
become “out of date” since the
emergence of nuclear weapons.

Togliatti and certain others
believe that the emergence of
nuclear weapons “has changed
the nature of war” and that “one
should add other considerations
to the definition of the just char-
acter of & war.” Actually they
hold that war is no longer. the

continuation of politics, and that .
there is no longer any distinction

between just and unjust wars.
Thus ihey - completely deny the
fundamental  Marxist-Leninist
principles of war and peace, We

hold that the emergence of-muc~.

lear weapons has not changed
and cannot change the . funda-
mental  Marxist-Leninist  prin-
ciples with regard to war and
peace.

The Future of Mankind. On
the question of nuclear weapons
and nuclear war, the second dif-
ference between us and {hose
who attack the Communist Party

of China is whether onc should .
view the future of mankind with
pessimism or with revolutionary”

optimism. )
Togliatti and  eertain others
alk volubly about “the suicide
of mankind” and the “total da-
struction' of mankind.” They be-
lieve that “jt is
discuss what would be the out-
look for such remnants of the

‘human race with regard to socia}
‘order.” We are firmly opposecd to

such pessimistic and despairing
tunes. We belicve that it is pos=
sible {o attain a complete ban
on nuclear weapons in the fole
lowing ecircumstances: the socie

8list camp has a great nuclear

superiority; the peoples’ struggles
n various countries against nie

not the funda--

idle even to

clear weapons and nuclear wean -

become' broader and decper;
having further forfeited thein
nuclear Superiority, the imperial-
ists are conmpelled 1o realize thag

g e st e e ey

‘

that their launching of a nuc-
lear war would only accelerate
their own extinction.

If, after we have done every-
thing possible to prevent a NUG=
lear war, imperialism should
nevertheless unleash huclear
war, without regard to any of
the consequences, jt would only,
result in the extinclion of im-
perialism and. definitely not in
the extinction of mankind,

How to Prevent Nuclear W:u“.’,A

On the question of nuclear wea-
pons and nuclear Wwar, the third
difference between us and those
who atlack the Comumunist Party
of China concerns the policy to
be adepted in order suecessTully
to reach the goal of outlawing
nuclear weapons and breventing,
a nuclear war,

Togliatti and certain others
zealously advertise the dreadful
nature of nuclear weapons and
blatantly declare that “it is justie
fied” to “shudder” with fear in
the fuce of the nuclear black=
mail when U.S, imperialism par~
ades it Togliatti has also sald
that “war must be avoided at
any. cost.” According to what he
and certain others say, shouwld
not. the ‘only way of dealing
with the U.S. imperialist policy
of nuclear threats and blacke

mail be unconditional surrender .

-and the complete abandonment
of all revolutionary ideals and
.all revolutionary principles? Can
1his be the kind of ‘stand a
Commiunist should take? Can a
nuclear war really be prevented
in this way? :

. We - hold that in order to

mobilize the masses * of the
people  against nuclear war
and nuclear W e ap-

ons it is necessary . to inform
them of the enormous destruc~
tiveness if these ‘weapons, It
would be patently wrong to
underestimate: this desructive=
ness. However, U.S, imperialism
is doing its utmost to disseminate
dread of nuclear weapons in pur-
suit of -its policy of nuclear
blackmail In - these circume
stances, while Communists should
boint out the- destructiveness of
nuclear - weapons, they should
counter the U.S. imperialist pro-
baganda of .nuclear terror by

stressing the possibility of oute

lawing them and preventing nu«<
clear war; they should try and
transmute the people’s desire for
‘peace into righteous indignation
-at ‘the imperialist policy of nue-
lear threats and lead the peo-
ple to struggle against the U.S.
imperialist polivies of aggression
and war. In no circumsiances
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must Communists act as a volun-
tary propagandist for the U.S.
imperialist policy of nuclear
blackmail.

THE QUESTION OF
PAPER TIGER

Comrade Togliatti and certain
other comrades hawe strongly
opposed the Marxist-Leninist
proposition of the Chinese Com-=~
munist Party that “imperialism
and all reactionaries are paper
WwWas at the
recent congress of the Italian
Communist Party Comrade Tog-
liatti said that it *was wrong
to state that imperialism is sim-
ply a paper tiger which can be
overthrown by a mere push of
the shoulder.” Then there are
other persons who assert that to-
day imperialism has nuclear
teeth, so how can it be called a
paper tiger?

In comparing imperialism and
all reactionaries to paper tigers,
Comrade Mao Tse-tung and the
Chinese Communists are looking
at the essence of the problem.
What is meant is that, in the
final analysis, it is the masses of
the people who are really power-
ful, not imperialism and the re-

~ actionaries.

Comared Mao Tse-tung first
put forward this proposition in
August 1846, in his talk with
the American correspondent An-

na Louise Strong. Comrade Mao!

Tse-tung armed the Chinese
communists and the Chinese
people ideologically with the

Marxist-Leninist proposition that
“imperialism and all reaction-
aries " are paper tigers.” With
great lucidity he saig:

“All reactionaries are paper
tigers. In appearance, the re-
actionaries arc terrifying, but in
reality they are not so power-
ful. From a long-term roint of
view, it is not the recactionacies
but the people who are really
powerful. '

“Chiang Xai-shek and his
supporters, the U.S. reactionaries,
are all paper tigers too. Speaking
of U.S. imperialism, people seem
to feel that it is terrifically
strong. Chinese rcactionaries are
using the ‘strength’ of the United
States to frighten the Chinese
people. But it will be proved
that the U.S. reactionaries, lltke
all the reactionarles in history,
do not have much strength.”

We hold that the guestion of
whether one treats imperialism
and all reactionaries strategically
as the paper tigers they really
are is of great importance for
the question of how the forces
of revolution and tbe forces of
reaction are io be appriased; is
of great imnurtance for the ques-
tion of whcilkcr the revelution-
ary peonle will dare to wage
glressle, were dare o make re-
velztion, dare to seize victory,
guestion of the future outcome
axd Is of great importance for the
the people and the future course
of the world wide struggles of
of history. Elarxist-Leninists and
revolutionaries should mnever be
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reactionaries. Now the days are
gone for ever when imperialism
could ride roughshod over the
werld, and it is imperizlism and
the reaciloparies who sbould be
afraid of the forces of revolfution
and not the othcer way rowud,
Every oppressed nation and
every oppressed peonle should
above all have the revolutlonary
confidence, (the revolutionary
courage and the revolutionary
spirit to defeat imperialism and
the reactionaries, otherwise there
will be no hope for any revolu-
tion.

The possession of nuclear wea-
pons py imperiaiism has not
changed by onec lota the nature
of imperialism, which is rotten
to the core and declining, in-
wardly weak though outwardly
strong; nor has it changed by
one fota the basic Marxist-Len=
inist principle that the masses of
the people are the decisive.fac-

tor in the development of his-
tory. When in his talk with
Anna Louise Strong Comrade
Mao Tese-tung first put forward

the proposition that imperialism .

and all reactionaries are paper
tigers, the imperialists already
had atomic weapons. In this
talk Comrade Mao Tse-tung
pointed out: “The atom bomb is
a paper tiger which the US.
reactionaries use to scare people.

It looks terrible, but in fact it

isn't. Of course, the atom boemb
is a weapon of mass slaughter,
but the outcome of a war is de-
cided by the people, not by one
or two new types of weapon.”

THE QUESTION ON
PEACEFUL COUEXISTENCE

The differences Comrade Tog-
liatti aud certein other comrades
have with us are also manifest

cn the question of peaceful co-

existence.

The Chinese Communist Partly
and the Chinese Government
have always stood for peace-

ful coexistence between countries-

with different social systems.

Peaceful Coexistence and Class
Strugzle. On the gquestion. of
peaceful coexistence, our differ-
ences with tihose who attack us
are the following. We Dbelievo
that socialist countries should
strive to establish normal inter-
national relations with countries
with different social systems on
the basis of mutual respect for
territorial integrity and sover-
eignty, mutual non-aggression,
mutual non-interference in do-
mestic affairs, equality and mu-
tual benefit, and peaceful coex~
istence. So far as the socialist
countries are concerned, this
presents no difficulties whatso~
ever, The obstacles come from
imperialism and from the reac-
tionarics ¢{ various cuuntries. It
is inconceivable that peaceful
coexistence can be achicved
without struggle. It is still less
conceivable that the establish-
ment of peaceful coexistence can
eliminate class struggles in the
world arena and can abolish the
antagonism between the two syt
tems, socialism and capitalism,
and the antagonism between op-
pressed nations and  oppressor
nations. The Moscow Statement

5%

existence of states does not ime
ply renunclation of the class
struggle as the revisionists claim.
The coexistance of states with
different social systems is a form
of class struggle between sociale
ism and capitalisra.”

But Comrade Togliatlti and
those who attack China hold that
through “peaceful coexistence”

it is possible to “renovate the’

structwre of the whole world”
and to establish “a new world
order" to build throughout the
world “an economic and social
order capable of satisfying all
the aspirations of men and peo-

ples for freedom, well-being, in- -

dependence, and full develop-

ment of and respect for the hu- -

man persenality, and for pcace-
{ul cooperation of all states” and
“a world without war.”

Even more absurd is the al-
legation .that “a world without
“war”- can be sachieved through
peaceful coexistence. In the pres-

. ent situation, it is possible to pre-

vent imperialism from launch-
ing a new world war if all the
peace loving forces of the world
unite into a broad international
anti-imperialist united front and
fight together. But it is one thing
to prevent a world war and
another to eliminate all wars.
Imperialism and the reactionaries
are the source of war. In condi-
ticns where imperialism and re-
actionaries stiil exist, wars of
one kind or another may occur.
Peaceful Coexistence and Rev-
olution. On peaceful coexist-
ence we have another difference
with -thoese who are attacking us.

. We hold that the gquestion of

peaccful  coexistence Dbetween
countries with different social
systems and the question of rev-
olution by oppressed naticns and

oppressed classes are two differ-"

ent kinds of questions, and not
questions of the same kind. The
principle of peaceful coexistence
can apply only to relations bie-
tween countries with different

. social systems, not to relations
ap=

between  oppressed  and
presgor nations, nor {o relations
between oppressed and oppress-

~ ing classes. For an oppressed na-

tion or people the question is one
of waging a revolutionary strug=
gle to overthrow the rule of im-
pcriali_sm and the reactionaries;
it is not, and cannot be, a ques~
tion of peaceful coexistence with
imperialism and the reactionar-
ies.

Bur Togliatti and thdse attack~ -

ing China extend their idea of
“peaceful coexistence” to cover -

" relatfons  between the colonial

and semi-colonial people on the
one hand and the imperialists
and colonialists on the other,

Sino-Indian Relatlons, Those
who slander China as being
against peaceful coexistence at-
tack her with the charge that
she has committed mistakes in
her relations with India,

The positlon taken by Com-
rade Togliattt and certain other
comrades on the Sino-Indian
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boundary question refiects their’
point of view on peaceful coex-
istence, which is that in carry-
Ing out this policy the soclalist
countrles should make one con-
cession after another to the cap-
jtalist countries, should not fight
even in self-defense when sub-

jeet to armed attacks, but
should surrender their territorial
sovereignty.

China’s All-Out “Suppert for
Cuba. Those who accuse China
of opposing peaceful coexisience
3o attack the Chinese people
for supporting the just stand of
the Cuban people in their strug-
gle against U.S. imperialism.

How can one possibly inter=-
pret the resolute support which
thé Chinecse people gave to the
Cuban’ people in their struggle
ageinst international inspection
and in defense of their sover-

- ejgnty as meaning that China

was epposed to peaceful coexist=
ence ar wanted to plunge others
into a thermonuclear war? Docs
this reean that China, also, should

“‘Rave applied pressure on Cuba to

force her to accept international
inspoction, and that only by so

| deing Sweuld China have con-
I ¢d to this so-called “peace-

fl eepxistence or wanicd to
plynge others into a thermonu-

chear war? Does this mcan that
" . China, also, should have applied

pressure on Cuba to force her to

- pgsept international inspection,
% and Dy defense of their sover-

) ty as meaning that China was
to peaceful coexistence

or wahted to plunge others into
a thermonuclear war? Does this
mean that China, also, should
have appliéd pressure on.Cuba
te force her to accept interna-

4. tienal inspection, and that only
" by so doing would China have

ormed 1o this so-called
“peacetul coexistence”? If there

" are peeple who give verbal sup-

port to Cuba’s five demands -but
are actually opposed to the Chi-
nsee people’s support for Cuba,
are they not merely exposing the
hypocricy of their own support
far Cuba’s five demands?
: Tas C.2.0. and the
peeple have ziways maintained

cided by tu2 sieat sirength of the

mascs of (e people and pot by

- s

" per

Chinese
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occasion we have made it clear
that we nelther called for the
establishment of missjle bases In
Cuba nor obstructed the with-
drawal of the so-called “offen-
sive weapons” from Cuba. We
have pever considered {hat it
was a Marxist-Leninist attitude .
to brandlsh nuclear weapons as
a way of seitling International
disputes. Nor kave we ever con-
sidered that the avcidance of a-
thermonvslzar warin the Carlbe

bean crisis wis & “ATunfch.’ What

we did strongly oppose, still
strongly oppose and will strongly
oppose in the future is the sacri-
fice of another country's sover-
eignty as a means of reaching
a compromise with imperialism.
A compromise of this sort can
only be regarded as one hundred
cent appeasement, a
“Munich” pore and simple. A
compromise of this sort has
nothing in common with the so-
cialist countries’ policy of peacc-
ful coexistence.

- THE QUESTION OF
PEACEFUL TRANSITION

In fact, not only do Comrade
Togliatti and certain other C.P.I.
comrades call for class collabor-
ation in place of class struggle
in the internatiunal arcna, they
also extend their concept of
“peaceful coexistence” 1o rela-
tions between the oppressed ana
the oppressing classes within the’
capitalist eountries. Togliatti has
said: ‘A1l our actions within the
sphere of the internal sitnation
of our country are none other
than the tramslation into Italian
terms of the great struggle for
rencwing the structiure of the
whole world.” )

Recently in capitalist coun-
tries some Communists who have
degenerated politically and some
Right-wing social-democrats
have successively advertised the’
theory of “structural reform™ re-
sembles social democracy and
how remote it is from”Marxism-
Leninism!

The Moscow Declaration and
the Moscow Statement point out

that socialist revolution may be |

realized through peaceful or non-
_peaceful means. Some people

- S
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thesls to quo trans-
itlon one-sidedly as “a principle
~of world strategy of the commu-
nist movement.”

What Kautsky Said.” The thesis
of Comrade Togliatti and certain
other leaders of the Italian Com-
munist Party concerning “the
advance toward socialism in de-
mocracy and in peace” is rems

tiniscent of some of the state=
ments of the ould revisionist K.
Kautsky.

The cxtent ‘o which Comrade
Togliatti and certain other com-
rades have departed from Marx-
ism-Leninism and from the Mos-
cow Declaration and the Maos-
cow »tatement is more cleavly
revealed by their recent ardent
flirtation with the Yugosltav re-
visionist group.

With the develupmoent of the
Tito geoup’s revisionist line and
their increasing dependence upon
LS. imperiatism, Yugoslavia has
long ceased 1o be a socialist

country and the gradual restora-
tion of capitalism in Yugoslavia
began long ago.

The restoration of capitalism
in Yugoslavia has occurred not
through any counter-revolution-
ary coup d'tat by the buurgeoi-
sie, nor through any hivasion by
imperialism but gradually,
through the degeneration of the
Tito group.

Birds of a Feather Flock To-
gether. It is particularly sur-
prising that ceriain people, while
loudly boasting of their iniimale
relations with the renegade Tito
group, vigorously attack thce Chi-
nese Communist Party asserting
@hat our unity with the Alban-
ian Party of Labour, which is
based on Marxism-Leninism, is
“impermissible,” These people
stop at nothing in their attempt
t0 eject the Albanian Party of
Labour, a Marxist-Leninist
Party, from the international
communist movement, and at the
same time, they are sccking

ways to inject the renegade Tito
group, which the Moscow State-
ment unequivocally condemns,
into the International communist
movement. What are they really
after? As the old Chinesc saving
has it, “things of one kind come
together; different kinds of peo-
ple fall into different groups.”
Should not those who {reat the
Tito group like brothers and who
cherish such bitter hatred for a

. fraternal Marxist~-Leninist Party

stop and think for -a  moment
where they now stand?

3
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Albanian Party of Labor's Views

BELOW ave published excerpts
{rom an article representing the
views of the Albanian Party ol
Labor, entitled “High Treason to
Marxism-Leninism.” It is the po-
sition and aclions of the Albanian
Part of Labor which the Chinesc
Communist leaders assert they
are defending against the other
Communist partics:

1t is now publicly knowu thal
the Yugoslav policy in loreizn
affaii's is an appendage of the
policy ol aggression ond war
which the American hmperialists
* pursue and it cann ui be said that
it coneurs with the state policy
of the Soviel Umun or of any

. other socialist country. The pol-
iey of the Yuguslav revisionists
is fully at one with the views and
aims which Ixnn.mchcv.s revi-

sxom:.t group pPHrsues.

Below is the m.. . : portion of
. Togliatti’s rebuttai of Chinese
eriticism.

" By PALMIRO TOGLIATTI

FOR SOME MONTHS, the
press organs of the Chinese
Communist Party have been pub-

" lishing long and often violent
articles of criticism and pole-
mics. These articles. often lack
) explicit clearness. At a certain
- point one discoverss that criti-
cism and polemics are directed
-against “certain people.” against
“some persons” (and it is not
even specified if these are com~
rades!), but no mention is made
as to who these people are. From
the context it comes clear that
they are the leading comrades of
the Communist Party of the So-
viet Union and, in particular
Comrade Xhrushchev.

If the Chinese articles stated
this explicitly, perhaps they
would be forced to moderate
their harsh terms, terms gener-
aily used when speaking of men
and tendencies with whom it is
necessary to come to an open
clash. These articles are then
spread in all countries and read
by everyone. How can one think
that the Congress of a large and

Lmilitent Party lke oura  oou

Of paramount importance io
Khrushchev is the fact that the
attitude of Tito's clique on the
various international problems
should be suitable to the funda-
mentn; strategic problems which
unite Kirushehev’s group to the
Titn ciique. These problems arve:
class reconciliation of socialism
aud capitalism, pelitical and ideo-
Jogical coexistence between them,
peace and coexistencg at all
costs, renunciation of covery
revolutinary movement, economic
and political integration of the-
world ...

Froma all this it turns out
clearly enough that N, Khrush-
chev’s group and Tito's renegade
band are politically and ideolog-
jcally at one in all fundamental

" quesitons; they are at one in the
tactics and -sivalegy in getting
closer to the imperialists; they are

@E@ et
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avoid meeting the probi
polemics and criticism rais
the Chinese articles, ané not re-
. ply to them? It would be strange
indeed if the Chinese comrades
intended to begin a onesided
‘polemic, in which they would
have the right to speak while
others would remain silent.
Therefore, in our Congress we
had a debate, and we reject very
resolutely the statement, that in
this debate, the Chinese Commu=
nist Party has been brutally at-
tacked. There was no attack and
no brutality. On the contrary,
The Chinese . Communist Party
was always mentioned with the
greatest respect, and its revo-
lutionary merits were stressed.
The reporter himself, comrade
Togliatti, stated from the Con-
gress tribune that the Chinese
Party was not to be mentioned -
in the final Corgress resolution,

“even though particular political

positions defended by
them. -

These positions were debated
so that they could be criticized
and rejected with arguments. It
is as well to add that during the
whole debate the names of the
Chinese Party leaders were never
mentioned and it is with the ex-
plicit aim of avoiding any un-
pleasant personai references,

were

al one in opposing Marxism-Len-
inism; they are at onc in their
joint efforts to drag into the road
of betrayal, to corrupt also cer-
tain leaders of the Conununist

- and Workers’ parties in some so-

cialist countries of Europc and
some capitalist countries as well,
They arc at one in the strategy
and tactics ol undermining the
national liberation movement and
subjugating it to general and total
disarmament; they are one in
their strategy and tactics of in-
tegrating the world cconomically
and ‘politically.

“All of these things make it
very clear thai we are facing
high treason to Marsism-Lenin-
ism. This treachery may cscape
only the eycs of those who do
not want to sce, only those who

deem it expedient.

B.zﬂ

. not fight against
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It does not worry us at all that ™~
today the Chinese comrades di-

. rect their criticism, ptrl"sonally,

against Togliatti. This will con-
tribute to sincerity and clearness,
also because the above mentioned
ced that
and

comrade is deeply conv:
the positions he supn
which have been co
worked out by the lca
of our Party, coentribute
tively to the further deve
ment of the revoluticnary
ing class doctrine, I
Leninism in.the present histor-
ical conditions.

Now coming down to the sub-
stance of the matter, the poiiti-
cal line of our Congress and of
our Party, which according to
the article published by the Chi-
nese daily, is reduced to the fol-
lowing:

The peoples of capitalist coun-
tries must not make revolutions.
Oppressed nations must not
struggle for their freedom and
the peoples of the world- must
imperialism.
Further, we are trying to make
the nature of imperialism ap~
-pear better. We are placing our
hope for peace upon imperialism.
We have a passive negative atti-
tude towards the people’s revolu-
tionary struggles and want a
fusion between the Socialist and
capitalist system. We are sup-
posed to ask the peoples of the
world to tolevate colontal 1c-
_gimes instead of fighting for their
freedom and we are supposed to
have forgotten the class-nature of
the State, and so on.

In the face of this true sum-
mary of the criticism against us,
we cannot but remain dumb-
-founded. It cannot even be said
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tributing to us the most absurd
positions, then refuting them,
which is obviously easy and then
pretending to have knocked us
out. Polemics led in this manner
may serve to exacerbate relations
between two parties hut s cer-
tainly of no help in the develpp-
ment of a political debate.

‘Our Chinese comradés work in
conditions which are very differ-
ent from ours, and they are also

. very far away. They may there-

fore, be misinformed on the sit=-
uation in our country and on the

—work of our party. {1aty 1s toaay

the West European country
where the class struggle is
sharpest. The wave of strikes, of
economic and political move=
ments of the people’s struggles
which have followed one union
upon the other in recent years

. show this. Do the Chinese com=

rades really think' that these
movements and struggles are
taken place independently of our
work, our struggles and our par-
ticipation?

But it would be unjust toward
the leaders of the Chinese Party
to think that they, students of
the international working class
movement as they are, ignore
these things. Certainly they do
not ignore them. But they believe
and want others to belicve that
the struggle for peaceful co-ex-
istenct_a, such as it is carried on
by our Party and by other
Communist Parties, leads to a
political degeneration. They for-
get or pretend to forget what we
really are; they forget, or pre-
ifend to forget, our vigorous ac~
tions and our struggles, and give
a ridiculous representation of our
Party as being in agreement with
the imperialists and collaborat-
ing with them. But a mere call
for reality is enough to cause the
collapse of this antful scaffold-
ing.

Peaceful coexistance has been

_considered by our Congress an

essential aim of a strategic na-
ture. We have however, clearly
stated  that peaceful coexistence
does not imply a status quo, a
freezing of the world in its pres-
ent relations, but implies a new
order of international relations
such as to insure independence
and freedom for all pcoples.
We have added that this new
internsltional order «<annot be
attained except by a struggle of
peoples against imperic
the successes of this stru:

ile, by

‘the strengthening and consoli-’

dation of the system of Social-
ist countries and by the progres-
sive settlement through reas-
onable agrecements of the most
acute present day international
problems. Therefore,

with the caricature which the
Chinese comrades make of our
positions.

Certainly, we believe that any.

world conillet, which inevitably
could be an atomic conflict, must
and can be avoided. But we do
not say that history “necessarily”
leads to the destruction of

atomic weapons. It will lead to.

this result in so far as we shall

manage to create a regime - of

4

© world

m, by

I the true-
picture has. nothing in common -

peaceful coexistence,

trating our fire against its most
aggressive elements! strengthen-
ing the Socialist countries more

and more and developing a vasg .

movement of the people in favor
of peace.

Where is the differcnce be- -
iween our position and that of -

the Chinese comrades? In cer-
tain respects, it seems that there

is no difference because we use -

the same words. The difference
lies in the fact that we do not
stop at general statements of
principles. We are not content
with the continuous repetition
of the word “revolution.” But we
make an effort to see how things

- actually stand today and {o ren-
der our positions close to this
reality. This is the only right
way to really work for a revo-

lution.

The same applies to a possible
nuclear conflict and its conse-
quences. To consider as progress
in the road to socialism and com-
munism, the transformation of
one third or one
into an uninhabitable
zone owing to a nuclear conflict,

. with the death of 150 millions of

people in 18 hours, and I do not
know of how many others before
the end of the conflict, appears
to us nonsense. Nor do we stress
this point to create terror, but
only to emphasize the fact that
also in the development of de-
structive weapons there is, as in
every development, a passage
from quantity to quality that
must be realized, because this
passage is reflected in the very
nature of war. We do not draw
from this consideration, how=>
ever, the conclusiont that there
do not exist just wars anymoére in
any way and this was ciearly
stated in the report to our Con-
gress., R

We do however, draw. the con-
clusion of thé necessity (and
not only possibility) of creating
‘a situation of peaceful coexiste
ence. Not only thal, we openly
take a position against those des-
perate people who in face of the
difficulties of the situation and
the misdeeds of imperialism give
us freedom. This would not only

“be absurd, but sheer madness.

Our task, instead, is precisely
that of saving the world from
atomic disaster, fighting on one
band for peaceful coexistence
and on the other defending the
independence of the people and
advancing towards socialism.
The action of the Soviet Union in
the course of the Caribbean crisis
managed to achieve these two

-aims. Atomic war was avoided

through the acceptance of a
reasonable compromise at a most
critical moment. And the inde~
‘pendence of Cuba and its ad~
vance towards socialism has been
guaranteed. If the Soviet Union
and the U.S. had come to an
atomic conflict, would this last
result have been achieved? Cer-
tainly not. The island of Cuba-
with all “its inhabitants, would -
have been turned into an im-
mense cemetery, where no one
certainly, would have gone on
to build socialism. Today social-
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the American imperialists who
actually lost the game, when they
were forced to give up their ag-
gressive plan and respect the
freedom of the Cuban people.
However, during the crisis in
the Caribbean Sea, it appecared
clear that the imperialists were
ready to commit any crime., For
this reason we do not agree to

- call them paper -tigers. If they
© are paper tigers, why so many
. struggles and so much work to

fight them? The exact evaluation
of the enemy, of his power and
intentions is the basis not only of
a good strategy, but also of good
tactics. We know that the roots
of imperialism are undermined
by contradictions which, at a cer-
tain point, become insurmount-
able. These contradictions, how-
ever, come to light and explode
only through a struggle which
must have an aim capable of in-
fluencing the widest mobiliza-
tion of the masses, which leads
to a differentiation in the enemy
ranks themselves, and which in-
creases and utilizes all the pos-
sibilities for advance and suc-
cess. In present conditions, this
aim is to avoid war and creafe
a situation of peaceful coexist-
ence.

In all our policy, the danger
which we always try to avoid is
that of limiting ourselves to gen- -
eral formulations of principle and
of being unable to operate effi-
ciently in practice. This is what
‘the- Chinese .comrades recom-
mend in the article we are ex-
amining. We know very well the
nature of the State and there-
fore, of democratic regimes as
long as capitalism exists. The
Chinese Comrades may examine
our polemics, in this regard, with
the- socialist comrades.

. But in the democratic regime
Jin which we live today in our
"country and which has not been
a gift from the bourgeoisie, but
was conquered by the working
class, by us through a hard mili-
tary war; in this State in which’
the bourgeoisie classes are still
the ruling classes, can the work-
ing class, can and must we wage
a mass struggle to obtain sub-
stantial reforms, capable of im-’
proving the economic and poli-
tical situation of the workers or
must we simply preach and await
the great day of the revolution?
Is it right or not to fight for an
agrarian reform; for -a mere
~ democratic organization of the
State, for the limitation of the
power of the big monopolies, for
the development of the rights of .
the workers, their trade-unicns
- and their factory organizations
and so on? There can be no doubt
as to the answer. These struggles
must be carried on and by wag-
ing them is it right or not for
the working class and for us to
< concentrate the fira of our ac-
tion against the most reaction-

*ary groups of capitalism, repre-
. sented by the big monopolies?

_This is the starting point of our
policy mow and it would be
strange if the Chinese comrades
rejected it or criticized 'it.

But we want our struggle for
the above mentioned reforms to
be successful and we must ad-
mit that such a success may be

‘
'
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possible. If not, why should we
fight for {hem? In some cases,

. some success has already been

achieved. But when this occurs,
whea these struggles and suc-
cesses are won it is clear that
somecthing changes in favor of
the working classes, not only
from ihie economiic point of view
but also in the manner in which
power is exercised. This means

that an advance towards a new,

regime takes place. an advance
which in order to be made needs
a vast movement, economic and
poliizal struggles, strikes, peas-
ant actions .and movements in
deicnse of democratic freedom,
with all the harshness which such
a movement may imply.
Therefore, we consider the way
in which the Chinese article

counterposes a peaceful way to-

a non-peaceful way extremely

ahstract and formal. A peaceful
and non-peaceful war are always
interlaced. From a democratic
and “peaceful” mass movement
a situation of civil war may al-
ways emerge, because the bour-

. geoisie is always ready to resort

to violence. Therefore, a moment
may come when it is no longer
possible to avoid the greatest
clash. On the other hand, it is

- possible in the present world

conditions, to develop ihe péo-
ple’s rmovement with such am-
plitude as to paralyze the leading
groups and open up the perspec-
tive for real changes, both eco-
nomic and political, democrati-
cally obtained without resorting
to the hard experience of a civil
war. To exclude such a possi-
bility today means committing
a serious political mistake be-
cause it leads to limiting the
perspectives of the working=~
class political struggle and may
even exclude the possibility of
actual political struggle for pre-
cise and achievable aims, against
the present capitalistic order.

In such a manngr we intend 1o
march towards socialism and we
do not see in today’s capitalistic
countries a different manner of
leading this march, unless one
considers as a means of attain-
ing socialism the writing of long
articles full of “revolutionary”
expressions but void of any in-

" dications as to real and imme-

diate objectives opening the way
for the masses towards a radical
transformation of the present
economic and political forces.
The Chinese comrades would
like to frighten us recalling the

9

naine ot Kauwisgy, whose posi=
tions have nothing in common
with our policy. May they allow
us, bowever, to remind ihem that
it is exactly in the majectic pages
against the “renegade Kautsky”
that Lenin spoke of ihe differ-
ent forms of democracy and dic~
{atorship by which the working
cluss can attain power. Nobody
had dreamed of criticizing as a
mistake the political bloc of
different social forces (includ-

_ing a part of the hourgeoisie),

which in China forms the con-
tent of the present political re-
gime. Why should the search of
other countries, for different so-
lutions, corresponding to a poli-
tical bloc having its axis in the
siruggle against imperialism and

. big monopoly capital, be con-
. sidered a mistake? :
ertainly, it is imnpossible to--

day to suppress the big monop-
olies without hitting the capital=
ist regime itself. And imperial-
istn cannot be suppressed other
than through the establishment
of a completely new democratic
order as far as its efonnm:c, po=-
jitical and social content. But it
is precisely in this direction that
the working class struggie must
move, if it wants to be eflcctive,
if it is not to reduce itsclf to a
mere protest and messianic hope.
And it is in this direction that
we move.

We, therefore, think that what
all the criticism of the CThinese
comrades lacks is a senwe of re-
ality. They speak of Constitu-
tion, hut probably they do not
kriow exaclly how our Constitu=-
tion was won and what are ils
contents. They are unaware or
appear to be unaware of thie new
conditions for tre development
of democratic and socialist strug-
gles, not anly in our country but
in the whole world, owing to the

«deep structural changes that cc-

curred in the world. Thav make
no distinction between the differ-
ent social regimes, is ‘n ihe cose

“of v hat they call a capitalist

restoration in Yugoslavia. There
may be and there are differences
between us and the Yugoesiav
communists. But Yugoslavia nas
a popular regime aiming at sc-
cialism, not a capitalist one. And
this widely justifies the psitien
assumed by us and others. to-
wards the Yugoslav ‘comrades,
correcting, in this way --- because

it was mistaken iIn this case~

we 1960 Resolution.

-~
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On the Questions

Editorial from Pravda,
January 7, 1963, Moscow,
USSR..

Mankind is now in one of the
most crucial stages of its devel-
opment. This stage is replete

with major developments and
sharp clashes between the forces
of socialism and peace and the
forces of imperialism, reaction
and war. The new world — a
world of socialism, freedom and
happiness, a genuine springtime
of mankind — is gaining in
in strength and growing, crowd-
ing out the old world, the world
of capitalism, violence and ex-
ploitation. And the results of the
year 1962 are new, clear evidence
ot this.

The mezin result of socialism,
and the heroic struggle of the
Cuban people and all peace-lov-
ing forces in the past year, was
that the attack on Cuba, care-
fully prepared by aggressive im=-
perialist circlcs of the United
States, was thwarted. Socialist
Cuba was defcnded and is con=
fidently continuing her trium-
phant advance. The manace of
world thermonuclear war hang-
ing over mankind was averted.
It was proved once again that
the forces of socialism and peace
are capable of curbing the im-
perialist aggressors.

The international Communist
movement has scored magnifi-
cent success. And this was, above
all, because at all stages of its
struggle it remained scrupuously
loyal to the banner of Marxism=
Leninism, and was guided by
this victorious teaching in all its
activities. At the Moscow Meet-
ings in 1857 and 1960, Commu~
nists worked out a new strategic
and tactical line conforming to
the new historical conditions.
The course of world development
confirms irrefutably that loyalty
to this line and unity of the Com-
murist movement, are guaran-
tees of victory in all things.

“Unforfunately, views are be-
ing spread in the ranks of the
international Communist move-
ment which are directed against
a number of the basic princi~-.
ples of Marxism-Leninism, and
are designed to undermine the
cohesion of the fraternal parties.
The most outspoken: exponent of
these dogmatic, splitting views,
which are deeply hostile to
Leninism, is the leadership of the
Albanian Party of Labor. )

The attitude adopted by the
Albanian Workers Party (APL)
leadership caused great con=-
cern to the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union, to all Commu-
nist Parties who prize the unity-
of our ranks. Firmly abiding by
the principle that disputes in
the international Communist
movement should be settled -
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through an exchange of opinion
and consultations between par-
ties, the Central Committee of
the CPSU, as early as August
1960 twice proposed to the APL
Central Committee that a meet-
ing be arranged between repre-
sentatives of the two parties. In
a letter to the Central Committee.
of the APL of August 13, 1960,
the Central Committee of the
CPSU wrote in part: “It would
be correct to extinguish in good
4ime the spark of misunderstand-
ing that has arisen in order to
prevent its kindling . . . if the
Central Committee of the APL
shares our view and does not
object to an exchange of opin-
jon, we are prepared to meet a
delegation of your Party level, at
@ time convenient to you.” The
Albanjan leaders turned down
these proposals. They rejected
all attempts by the Central Com-
mittee of the CPSU to normal-
ize relations.

From the rostrum of the 22nd
Congress of the CPSU Comrade
N. S. Khrushchev said: “We shall
share the anxiety expressed by
our Chinese friends, and appre-
ciate their concern for greater
unity. If the Chinese comrades
wish to apply their efforts to-
wards normalizing the relations
between the Albanian Party of
Labor and the fraternal parties,
there is hardly anyone who can

contribute to the solution of this
problem more than the Commu-
nist Party of China. That would
really benefit the Albanian Party
of Labor, and would meet the in~
terests of the entire sccialist com=
monwealth.,” -

Unfortunately, far from im-
proving, the situation has fure
ther deteriorated.

The dispute over what line the
Communist movement should fol-

. low is not an abstract one, but
ene of deep principle ard prime
importance. The Marxist-Lenin-
ist line of strengthening peace-
ful coexistence of states with
different social systems, the line
of economic competition of social~

oSk

ism with capitalism and the guar-

antee of the victory of commu-
nism in these conditions gives
our movement an unprecedented
power of attraction, draws very
wide masses of the people to its
side, whereas the line the sec-
tarians and dogmatisis are try-
ing to impose is one of lack of
faith in the forces of commu-
nism, of the masses, lack of faith

in the possibility of socialism, .

triumphing in new countries
without war betwcen states,
without a world war.

line, should it establish itself,

Such a-

would repel the peoples of the -

capitalist countries from the
countries of socialism, repel mil-
lions of people from the Commu-
nist movement, would isolate the
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Communists, and impede the en-
tire liberating process of the
people’s struggle for liberation.
The most important, the most
vital problem of our time is the
problem of war and peace. In
real life the :-choice is either
peaceful coexistence between
states with different social sys-
tems or a devastating war. There
is no other alternative. The ques-
tion arises: what position should
the Communists take? Only one
— the position of peaceful coex=-
istence. The international work-
ing class and liberation move-
ment is waging a great offen-
sive struggle against imperial-
ism in conditions of peaceful co-
existence. The socialist coun-
tries do not need war. They are
sucessfully developing in peace
ful conditions as they will be

. victorious in the peaceful eco-

nomic competition with capital-
ism, which will be of exceptional
importance in getting the peo-
ples to choose the socialist way
as the only correct one.

The most important thing in
the struggle for peace is to curb
the aggressors in time, to avert

, war, prevent it from flaring up.

This is particularly necessary in

. view of the unprecedented de-

structive power of modern wea-
pons. The Statement says: “Mon-
strous means of mass annihila-
tion and destruction have been

. developed which if used in a new

war, can cause unheard-of de-
struction to entire countries and
reduce key centers of world
production and culture to ruins.
Such a war would bring death
and suffering to hundreds of mil-
lions of people, including those in
non-belligerent countries.”

In contrast to these ideas, the
dogmatists emphasize that nu-
clear war is not to be feared,
that modern weapons are mon-
strous only “in the opinion of the
imperialists and reactionaries,”
that “the atom bomb is a paper
tiger.” This is nothing but re-
nunciation of the main aim of
the struggle for peace laid down
in the Statement, nothing but
renunciation of the policy of
peaceful coexistence.

The dogmatists present peace~
ful coexistence as “renunciation
of the struggle for the exposure
of imperialism,” as “ending the
struggle against imperialism.”
They do not understand that com-
petition in peaceful conditions is
one of the most important sectors

of the struggle between socialism
and capitalism. As regards the
struggle against ¥mperialism pro-
claimed by the dogmatists, it boils
down to loud invective and vitu-
peration. But should a Marxist-
Leninist party in power confine
itself to this in its struggle againsi

. imperialism?
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The peoples know that the ac~
tive struggle of the Soviet Union,

and its might, have played a de-

cisive role in preventing the
world war which bellicose im-
perialist circles have several
times tried to unleash in recent
years and also in assisting the
liberation struggle against im-
perialism.

Who in 1958 extinguished the
raging flames of war in the Suez
Canal zone by compelling the
British-French-Israeli aggressors
to retreat? Who in 1957 prevented
the invasion of Syria, which had
been prepared by the imperial-
ists? Who in 1958 prevented the
war in the Near East and in the
area of the Taiwan Strait? It was
the Soviet Union, all the coun-
tries of the socialist camp, the
peace forces. They, and above all
the might and vigorous actions of
the USSR, compelled the impe-
rialist warmongers to retreat.
The entire activity of the Soviet
state and of the CPSU in the in-
ternational arena is a practical
struggle against imperialism, a
tireless struggle to strengthen
and expand the positions of so-
cialism, to render practical as-
sistance to the peoples whe are
defending their freedom and
fighting for freedom.

Since the war there has been
no international crisis more acute,
more fraught with the danger of
a world-wide thermonuclear con-
flagration, than the recent crisis
created by American imperialism
in the Caribbean Sea area. For-
tunately for magnkind, however,
this did not happen. The all-de-
vouring torrent of atomic and
hydrogen bombs did not fall on
the peoples. All the world admits
that - credit for this goes to the
Soviet Union.

The crisis in the Caribbean Sea
area has been settled through the
resolute actions of the Soviet
Union, the people of Cuba,
against the aggressors, due to the
support given to the just cause
of the Cuban people by all the
socialist community, by all fight-
ers for peace. At the same time
the crisis was settled on the basis
of mutual concessions and rea-
sonable compromise. The solution
of disputed issues between states
without war, by peaceful means
—that is precisely the policy of
peaceful coexistence in action.
Those who declare that they sup-
port the policy of peaceful co-
existence, while at the same time
criticizing the method of solving
the crisis around Cuba, actually
reject the policy of peaceful co-
existence.

Critics of the peaceful settle-
ment of the conflict say that
agreements with the imperialists
are not trustworthy. But if we
rroceed only from ihis, it will
mean admitting that disputed
issues can be settled only by
means of war. Marxist-Leninists
consider that the sirength of the
socialist countries has grown so
much that the imperialists are
compelled to reckon with it and,
consequently, they can be made
to observe the commitments they

assume. However, Marxists-Len-
inists never forget about the per-
fidy of the imperialists and urge
the peoples always to be vigilant,
to intensify the struggle against
the aggressive intrigues of thg
warmaongers.

What are the main resulis of
the liquidation of the crisis in the
Caribbean Sea area? The sover»
eignty and independence of sar

cialist Cuba has been censoli-
dated. The ruling quarters of the
United States, who had slighted
Cuba, who prepared aggression
‘against her, declared through
their President that they would
not undertake an attack on Cuba.
Of course, the struggle still con~
tinues and precisely for this rea~
son the Soviet Union resolutely
supports the wejl-known five de-
mands of the Cuban Republic and
gives her immense all-round as-
sistance. It is obvious to every-
one that Cuba’s position has be-

" come much stronger, that her in~

ternal prestige has grown. The
Cuban people ,their militant lead~
ers with Comrade Fidel Castro
at the head, have displayed great
courage, firmness and resolution
to defend their socialist achieve-
ments and bave contributed tre-
mendously to the cause of safe=
guarding peace. The bearon of
freedom in the Western Hemis-
phere is shining still brighter. Is
this “Munich?"” Is this a retreat?
The authors of the term *‘second
Munich” are obviously at odds
with elementary history and
know not what they are talkmg
about.

When Marxists-Leninistg speak
of the possibility of preventing

a world war, they do not forget °

for a single moment that the sub-

. stance of imperialism, its aggres-
sive nature, has not changed.
Our Party proceeds from this in
all its policy. At the same time it
takes into account the changes
in the world arena, which have
brought about a situation ‘when
imperialism can no longer dictate
its will to everybody and pursue
its aggressive policy unobstruct-
ed. The correlation of forces in
the world now is such that the
camp of socialism and peace is
able to curb the aggressive forces
of imperialism.

Of course, one cannot guaran-
tee that madmen will not appear
in the camp of imperialism, who
will plunge headlong into a war
adventure. That is why a high
level of constant vigilance, a
sound economy and good arma-
ments are needed so as to be
ready to deliver a crusihing rebuflf
to an aggressor at any moment,
From the strategic point of view
imperialism’s’ predatory nature
cannot be tamed by mere con-
tempt; and an aggression, if start-
ed, cannot be stopnped by disdain.
A modern war cannol e ap-
proached with old yardsticks. A
world war, unless prevented. will
immediately become a thermo-
nuclear war, will bring about the
death of millions upon millions
of people, the destruction of tre-
r“endous material values, the

astation of whole countries.

Those who give no thought to the

-eonsequences of a modern war,

who underestimate or simply dis=
count nuclear weapons as some-
thing secondary in relation to the
mass of the people, are grossly
mistaken. Can anyone doubt that
it the socialist camp did not pos-
sess mighty weapons, above all
nuclear-missile arms, its posi-
tions in the present-day world
would have been absolutely dif-
ferent? What would the security
of socialism have been based
upon in that event? Not on some
magic incantations surely.

The international Communist
movement knows Lenin’s defini-
tion of imperialism and has beem”
guided by it for decades. Lenin’s
definition of imperialism is pro-
found and all-embracing, it con-
tains neither over-estimation nor
under-estimation of the forces of
imperialism. What need was there
to cffset these definitions if Marx
and Lenin by a different, home-
made thesis on the “paper tiger,”
which is an under-estimation of
the forces of imperialism?

In order to impose on the Com=

munist inovement their definition
of modern imperialism and to ige

‘' nore its atomic fangs, some pec-

ple claim that the “paper tigex”
thesis is tantamount to Lenin’s
definition of imperizlism as a
“colossus on clay feet.” It is com=
mon knowledge, however, that
the figurative expression does
not cover or substitute for all the
substance of V. I. Lenin’s overall
definition of imperialism. More-
over, this expression stresses that:
imperialism is still strong (*co-
lossus”), but it stands on an un=-
stable basls (“on clay feet”) and
is rent by internal ceontradic-
tions. The “paper tiger” defini-
tion of imperialism speaks only
of its weakness. The main point,
however, is that what we need
are not paper definitions, stub-
bornly thrust upon us, but a
genuine analysis of contemporary
imperialism: disclosure of its
vices, weaknesses, laws leading
to its ruin, and at the same time
a sober assessment of its forces,
including the huge atomic and
other military potential.

The sowers of these phrases
also say that the encmy should
strategically be despised, but
tactically regarded with all seri=
ousness. But this “double count”
contradicts Marxism - Leninism.
From the Marxist viewpoint,
strategy and tactics are linked "y
profound community. Taclics is
called upon to serve the achieve-
ment of the strategic goal; stra-
tegy does not contradict tactl s,
and is aimed at achieving more
important historical goals. The
international Communist move-
ment is well aware thot imperial-
ism is on the decline, that it has
historically outlived itself, but it
also knows that it has atomic
fangs. to which it may resort. A
nuclear war would lead lo the
annihilation of hundreds of mil-
lions of people, to a colossal de-
struction of productive forces.
This would make exceedingly
difficult the building of a ncw
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the matter, but must tell the
masses frankly and openly about
the threat. This helps to rally and
raise the peoples for the struggle
for a lasting world peace, against
imperialism.

The Communist movement
holds that if the imperialists un-

Jeash a war, this will megn the

final end of the rottien capitalist
system. But the socialist revolu-
tion does-not need atomic and
hydrogen bombs for its advance.

The Marxists-Leninists have
held and still hold that the des-
tinies of mankind are determined
by the masses. This is why they
do not elevate the might of arms,
including nuclear weapons, to be
absolute, But one must not arti-
ficially counterpose the might cf
the masses to the might of arms.

To safeguard peace; to prevent a -

world war, we must put all forces
into action: the struggle of the
masses, the defensive power of
the socialist camp and a correct.
foreign policy of the socialist
countries, which must be firm,.
loyal to principles and one taking
into account at the same time the:
correlation of forces, flexible, not
excluding—depending on condi-
tions—both the method of “spear
against spear” and the method
of talks. To go headlong for one
of these methods and to reject
the other haughtily is an unwise,
un-Leninist policy.

As long as the military danger
from the imperialist camp per-
sists, as long as there is no gen-
eral and complete disarmament,
the CPSU deems it to be its sa-
cred duty to keep the defensive
might of the Soviet Union, the
combat readiness of its armed
forces at a level guaranteeing

the complete rout of any enemy. R

Mankind knows what great mili-
tary power is wielded by the So-
viet Union and this steadily
growing force is wholly placed
at the service of the cause of
peace. If a war is imposed upon

us, the Soviet Union will be able
to stand up for itself and for its
allies. No one can have any doubt
on this score. But we, Commu-
nists, genuine humanists, are
called upon by history to create
the fairest society and this is why
we must do everything we can
to ensure the peoples peace and
favorable conditions for their
struggle for a bright future, for
communism.

The CPSU holds that true hap-
piness can be achieved by the
peoples only on the lines of so-
cilalism and communism. The
CPSU, as all the international
Communist movement, holds that

for the working class and its van- -

guard-—the Marxist-Leninist par-

ties—it would he desirable to .

carry out the socialist revolution
by peaceful means. At the same
time the CPSU invariably siresses
that in conditions when the ex-

the possibility should be borne
ir mind of a non-peaceful transi-
tion to socialism, of the need of
armed struggle.

In their opposition to the prin-
ciple of variety oi‘ Lorm in me

ing classes resort to violence -

nsition to soclalism, t

rmallsts usually resort to the £01—
lowing argument: “Up to our
days, history has not known a
single instance of a peaceful
transition from capitalism to so-
cialism.” But had Marx and En-
gels worked on the basis of such
an “argument,” they could not
have drawn the conclusion that
the victory of socialism and the
dictatorship of the proletariat
were inevitable, because they did
not yet exist at that time, any-
where in the world. The strength
of the Marxist-Leninist theory
lies in an ability to make a pro-
found analysis of the key fea-
tures of an epoch, and to draw
from this analysis conclusions

that illuminate the way for.the

revolutionary forces for decades
to come. The dogmatisis seck to

orientate the {raternal parties’

solely towards armed struggle for

power, in all circumstances and’
under all conditions. These views

deviate from Leninism.

The Soviet Union does its best
to promote the development of
revolutions of national liberation
and to achieve the earliest aboli-
tion of the disgraceful colonial-
system. It has invariably ex-
tended, and it does so today, a
‘helping hand to all peoples ris-
ing against imperialism and col-

onialism. And this is real sup--

port, not just verbal support.

As a rule, the young national |

states come out for péace and
form an important link in the
zone of peace. It is of the utmost

importance to extend this zone

of peace, to strengthen the mili-
tant alliance of the socialist and
- the newly-independent states, to
solve patiently -— ihrough nego-

tiation — disputes which arise,
and to prevent ull actions that
might undermine the positions of
the progressive forces in these
states and weaken the friend-
ship between the newly-Iree
states and the countries of so-
_cialism. It would be exiremely
harmful to try to fit revolution-
ary processes in this exiremely
varied world ir» ready-made
moulds, as the -~ngmatists are
trying to do. -

The CPSU steadiastly flought,
as it does now, both against re-
visionism, and against dogmatism
and sectarianism. But some peo-
ple lay one-sided emphasis on
the struggle against revisionism
only, and moreover decry crea-
tive Marxism-Leninism ag “re-
visionism,” introducing obvious
confusion into the Communist
movement. Marxist-Leninists are

duty-bound to analyze the spe- '

- cific situation and see who, at
each specific moment, is retard-
ing the advance of the common
revdlutionary cause, Approaching
the matter {rom this, the only

¢ correct position, one cannot fail
to acknowledge that a dogmatic
approach to the solution of the
key problems of the Communist
movement is a source of the
gravest errors.

The discase of leftist sectar-
ianism fecds wupon nationalism
and, in turn, feeds nationalism.
As experience shows, it beconies
particularly intolerable when it
manifests itself in the activities

2000/08/27 : CIA- RDP78 03061A000200010006-4cs

cspeudlh dangcrous, too, because
it is directed against the line of
the . Communist movement on
such vital questions as war and
peace, which affect the destinies
of all mankind. Left-wing oppor-
tunism, is more difficult to- ex~
pose because it hides its capitula-
tory essence behind “ultra-revo-
lutionary” phraseology, playing
on the fcelings of the masses. In
these conditions there can be
only one correct line for the Com-~
munists: resolute struggle against
both Right-wing and Left-wing
opportunism, against both re-
visionism and dogmatism and
sectarianism; implacable struggle
~against any distortion of Marx-~
ism-Leninism.

The Communist Party of the
Soviet Union, like the other
Marxist-Leninist parties, consid-
ers it its international duty to
abide scrupulously by the propo-
sitions of the .documents of the
Moscow Meetings and develop
its relations in accordance with
the principles laid down in them.
This is why the Communists can
only feel gravely concerned over
the idea projected recenily that
there is a “temporary majority”
in the international Communist
movement which “persists in its
mistakes,” and a “temporary mi-
nority” which “boldly and reso-
lutely upholds the truth.” -

This contention is  especially
harmful in that it is linked with
an incredible claim that one
party is the true heir of Lenin,
and all the other parties are
apostates of Blarxism-Leninism.
To proclaim to the whole world
that a situation has now devel-
oped in the international Com-
munist movement analogous to
that in the period of the Second
International on the eve of its
split, and similar to that in the
ranks' of the Social-Democratic
Party of Germany in December
1914, when its leadership ad-
hered to positlons of chauvinism,
means in effect telling the entire
international Communist move-
ment it has sunk into the morass
of opportunism and social-demo- ..
cratic revisionism, and setting
oneself up as the only party
which adheres to correct Marx-
ist-Leninist positions.

It also indicates an incredible
arrogance, a complete absence of
any sense of respect or any de-
sire to heed the unanimous view
and the appeals of the over-
whelming majority of the {fra-
ternal parties, each of which has
done great service to the inter-
national proletariat, and has
great revolutionary experience.
Is it worthy of Communists to
allege that the glorious fraternal
parties of France, the United

States, Italy, Spain, ®Britain,
Greece, Belgium, Denmark, Por-
tugal, Irag, <Chile, Argentina,

Uruguay and many other coun-
tries—which are in the thick of
class struggles and daily wage
truly heroic battles against cap-
italism, for which they are sub-
jected to persecutions and re-
prisals by the police machine of

‘the imperialist states — stand

aside from the struggle of the
masses and support imperialism?
But this is blasphemy against
selfless fighters! In fact it is help
for the encmy against whom the
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What the Communisis need is
not division into “majority” and
“minority,” but unity, unity and
again unity. The supreme law of
the Communist movement, the
important feature distinguishing
it from reformists of all hues,
is 1o scrupulously safeguard its
cohesion and unity,

In the period of the Seccond
the world bour-
geoisie acclaimed the treason of
the social-democratic lcadership
and proclaimed war on Lenin and
Leninism. Today the world bour-
geoisie fights sgainst the Come
munist Parties with no less fury
than it did against Lenin and

ihe Bolsheviks, as it jusily sees’

the Communist Parties to be its
principal adversaries, the staun-
chest fighters for the interests of
the people, for the liguidation'
of capitalism and the exploita-
tion of the masses. To describe a
great army which daily wages a

real, truly heroie struggle againstd

imperialism, for the happiness
and freedom of the peoples, for

“the victory of socialismy, as a

“temporary majority” - “which
“persists’in its mistakes” and is
-alleged to be following the way
of revisionism, as was the case

with the leaders of the Second

International,; means to sirike a
blow at the main force of the
revolution, {o hamper the victory
of the cause of the revolution.
The Communist movement is
-faced with extremely complex
and respdnsible tasks. The vital
- interests of the masses, the devel-

.

opment of a success{ul struggle -
. against imﬁx)riulism, for the aboli-

tion of thg shameful system of
exploiiativh: and nalional oppres~
sion, for the triumph of socialism,
and communism, imperatively
demand ilje consolidation of the
internatioxz;\l alliance of the Com-~
munist Parties and its solid, in-
destructiblé unity. History will
-nof forgive any lecdos who, in
this crucial historical .oriod, fails
‘to recognize wic mauin thing re-
quired of him~to work persist-
ently and in every way i
strengthen the unity of the Com-
munist Parties—and acts con-

trary to the wital interests of the;

peoples. )

" The differences between indi-
vidual Communist Parties on this
or that matter do not have deep
roots in the social system of the
_socialist countries. Whereas in the
conditions of capitalism the con-
tradictions have an objective
foundation and are therefore an-
tagonistic in nature, the differ-

ences among Communist Parties’

are above all subjective. Conse-
quently, there is every ground
for success{ully overcoming these
diffcrences. One
{rom the higher aims and inter-
csts of the international Com-
munist movement and seek ways
of drawing closer together, ways

of cooperation and unity: If one,

does not stick slubbornly to a

special position, if one is gmded .

by Marxism-Leninism and pro-
ceeds from the higher

and finds “the physical sirength
of mind” to march in step with
the entire movement, then inter-
national solidarity in the Commu-

mnwmuum io undermining the
very foundations of the fraternal

must proceed

interests
common to the entire movement, -
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Gus Hall, Communist spokes-

© mman, some time -before the de-
bate took shape, had this to say
about peace:

~ IT IS our task to reveal fo
‘every American that U.S. hig
business and big brass are today
"' the chief force for war, that the
..monopolists who exploit the
. American pcople through high
prices, high taxes and huge war
budgets, are the very forces that
" aim at world domination and
sworld  exploitation. We must
. make clear that their talk of de-
> fending freedom is a fraud.

The enemy of our security,

freedom, and peace is not abroad. -

That enemy is here at home.
. This must be patiently, convinc-

ingly dnhd persistently explained -

" to the American people.

War is the constant companion

» war is inevitable. War

of capitalism. As long as impe-
rialism exists there will be soil
for wars of -aggression. Hence the
need for the greatest vigilance
and struggle.

But it is not true, as some have
said, that as long as capitaiism
exists in any part of the world,
can be
prevented. Morcover, as
forces of socialism continue to
grow, the superiority of .the
forces of socialism and peace will
before long become absolute and,

the

- in the words of the 81 Party

Slatement, “a real possibility will

. have arisen to exclude world

war from the life of society cven
before socialism achieves com-
plete victory on earth, with cap-
italism still existing in a part of
the world.”

Gus Hall: The U.S.. in
Today's World.

of halting war as a gift an ab-
- stract objective development or
as gifts from an imperialism that
has changed its nature,
lead to passivity and inaction. On
the other hand, to see ihe new
possibilities arising because of the
growing power of the socialist
- world, combined with the strug-
gles of the anti-imperialist and
peace” movement will lead to
confidence, to new enthusiasm
and renewed activity.
In the old circumstances, when
the war-like predatory imperial-
ism dominated the world scene,

such a possibility did not exist.”

In the past, armed marines were

sent in without hesitation. If not -
the marines, then aggression by |

economic boycott was .begun. -
‘In this sense, U.S. imperial-

- unity of the Communist Partiés,
_ 1o encreoaching oa the very prin-

ciple of proletarian international- -

" ism. It may lead first to the ap- |

. pearance of a ‘“minority” trend -
~-and then to the danger of a split -

in the international Communist

movement, to the joy of its com-

. mon cnemy-muruauonal impe- -

rialism. :
The line laid' down for the -

CPSU by its 20ih and 22nd Con-

~ gresses is the line of rallying all

o BHRIYRY Fol Refease 2

+the forces of socialism, consoli-
dating the unity of all [raternal
parties, rallying all the forces _of
the anti-imperialist front. It is
the basis of our position in the
development of our relaions with
socialist Yugoslavia. The steps
taken recently by the Yugoslav
Communists and their leadors in
iheir. home and Toreign policy
have eliminaled much that Was
erroneous and damaging to the
cause of bullding socialism in
Yugoslavia. The Yugoslavia Com-~

© munists took steps towards rap-

prochement and unity with the

To view the new possibilities -

would -

ism has not changed, and is again”
resorting  to. such  mensures
against Cuba. But is it not a fact
that, because of the new factors,
it is fully possible to defeat these
policies of aggression? And such
a defeat would be a retreat and
a setback for the Ameuc.m ryl-
ing circles,

U.S. imperialism has not given
up its old policies that have in
the past paid off so well. It .is
still building up poinits of an-
tagonism. It is building the war

. machines of West Germany and

Japan. What is new, however, is
that now the possibility exists for
preventing these policies irom
bearing their grisly harvest of
war. )

Gus Hall: The Summit and
/ - After

* Yugoslavia, that “new bowrgeois
- elements” have occupicd a domi-
nating position there, lie delib-
. exatcly do not want to analyze
. facts “and. phenomena but are
_ substituting fabrications for them
- .and trying to push the pcople of
" a whole country out of the ranks
of the fighters for socialism. The
CPSU declares openly that there
are still differences with the
League of Communists of .Yugo-
. slavia on a number of ideological
- questions. But rappochement be-
. tween Yugeslavia and the coun-
.. try building communism can un-
. doubtedly help in-overcoming the
. differences on a number of ideo-
logical questions much quicker.
The Communist Partics huve a
" tried and tested method of set-
tling controversial issues by way
of collective discussion. OQur
Parly has always advocated this
1method. The CPSU is convinced
ihat with collective discussion of
the most important questions of
‘contemporary world development

it is possible to ensure unity of

A
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Published below are excerpts
from the views expressed by a
number of Comimunist Parties
throughout the world on - the
questions of peaceful coexistence:

Canada

The following is a staternent
made by the Communist Party
ol Canada on December 17.

AS THE 1960 Declaration puts
it, the thing is to prevent war
before the bombs start falling.
Here we must say that the Chin-
ese Communists do not place in
the forefront the struggle for
complete and general disarma-
ment—the only way to prevent
the bombs falling,

We also fully support the Dec-
laration’s words—that it is pos-
sible to prevent war before the
entire world has turned to 50~
cialism.

We cannot accept the assertion
of the Communist Party of China
that a socialist foreign policy
which inecludes mutual, rational
and sane compromise and con-
cessions, which is pursued by the
USSR and. the other socialist
states, cripples the forces of de-
mocracy and socialism or that it
constlitutes a policy of submission
“to imperialist pressure” or fear
of U.S. imperialism, as is said in
an editorial in the Chinese paper
“Renmin Ribao” on Nov. 15, the
second anniversary of the 8i-
Purty Statement.

On the conirary, we believe
that averting war and preserving
beace, and peaceful competition
between the two systems, pro-
vide the best possible conditions
for the struggle for socialism.
Victory for peace would be a
massive victory for socialismn and
a massive defeat for imperialism,
which breeds war as clouds
breed rain,

Neither do we agree that com-

ing to agreements with imperial- )

ists in the interests of ‘averting
world thermonuclear war means
o “baek down, knuckle under
or even beg for peace at the ex-
pense of the revolutiona.ry peo-
ple,” as the same editorial says.
We deny that socialist diplomacy
contradicts peoples’ mass strug-<
‘les, and therefore we reject the
argument put forward in the
editorial that “whether wqud
peace is secured by relyving chief-
ly on mass struggle of the peo-
ple or by relying on the ‘kind-
heartedness® of certain represen-
tatives of the imperialist blwg——
is an important question of prin-
ciple.”

We deny that principles were
sucrificed, or are sacrificed, or
that agreements are ever imposed
on the imperialists with.out mass
struggles, or that averting ther-
monuclear war (as in the case
of Cuba) involves any §acnﬂcc
of Marxist-Leninist prineiples.
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First Secre-
tfqry Central Committee Mongo-
lian Peoples Rcvolutionary Party.

From a Speech at
cal Conference in
Ulan Bator:

“The victory in Cubx was a
“major victory of the Leninist
policy of peaceful. coexistence
and a proof of the fact that the
Central Committee of the CPUSA
aud the Soviet governinent, ale-
ways loyal to the ideas of peace,
Creatively apply the theory of
Marxism-Leninism ror assessing
international events and that
they do not cling to outdated for-
mulas and theoreticul principles
but show regl flexibility and wis-
dom in the solution of foreign
policy questions,

“The conflict in the Caribbean
has helped to tear off the peace-
maker mask not only from the
faces of the most inveter~
ate  imperialists craving for
military condlicts and blood-
shed, the days of stormy
events have also exposed the
rue faces of those who regard
themselves as impeccable Marx-
ist-Leninists, but who in fact ad-
here to the positions of dogma-~
tism and pursue a policy objec-
tively leading to the outbreak of
international conflicts.” i’

an Ideologi-
January, at

Chile

ORLANDO MILLAS, member
of the Political Buresy Commu-
nist Party of Chile at the So-
cialist Unity Party Congress in
the German Democratic Repub-
lic: .
“The Soviet Union, the Lenin-
ist Central Committee of the
Communist Party and personally
Comrade Khrushchev have car-
Tied out the policies of the 81
Party Statement and held the
dangerous imperialist tiger with
atomic teeth in check before he
could leap and compelled him to
recoil. The lifting of the block-
ade against Cuba and the pre-
vention of an invasion which the
Pentagon had Prepared was a
great victory for the forces of
peace and gives to the Cuban
beople a  great stimulus  for
further struggle. Il represents
also a great stimuius for the peo-
ple’s struggles. The strengthon-
ing of the unity of the interna-
tional Communist movement is a
decisive factor for rajsing the
anti-imperialist struggle in our
countries,

1
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“No one will succeed in weak-
ening the confidence of the Latin
American people in the Soviet
Union.”

Iezas!

ISREAL CONIMUNIST PARTY

CENTRAL COMDIITTEE RTSO-
LUTION DzC, 29-30, '2

The Central Committee highly
values the glorioug revolutionary
struggle and the cutstanding
merits of the Chinese Communist
Party, but cannot resign itself
with the positions and acts of the

Chinese Comrades, which are in

contradiction to the theses and
conclusions unanmiously adopted
in cormamon at the Nov. 1960 con-
sultation of the World Commu-
nist Movement; nor with their
impairing the unity of the Social-
ist camp and the World Com-
munist Movement.

The Central Committee will
continue to contribute its share
to safeguarding the unity of the
ranks of the World Conmunist
Movement, and to re-enforcing it
on the basis of creative Marx-
ism-Leninism and the principles
of proletarian internationalism,
while waging a fight both against
revisionism and against dogma-
 tism, which of late, has become
the main danger in the World
Communist movement, :

Erilaln

Excerpt from a statement made
January 12, by the British Com-
munist Party.

“The Cuban crisig was the most
dangerous world erisis sihce 1945.
The world was on the brink of
thermonuclear catastrophe. The
aim of Soviet policy on Cuba, an
aim  endorsed by progressive
opinion all over the world, was
to prevent nuclear war and to
prevent the invasion of Cuba.
Nuclear war was brevented, Cuba
was not invaded. For this world
humanity must above all thank
the Soviet Union.

“Our Chinese comrades grossly
underestimate what a thermo-
nuclear war involves, True they
say that it would be an ‘unprece-

dented calamity.’ But then they
argue that the existence of ny-
clear weapons changes nothing
in principle. It !s certain that nu-
clear war would resuit in the
extinction of imperialism. It is
even possible that- some part of
mankind would survive. But
what incalculable damage would
be caused Yo socialism in the
Process. For Britain nuclear war
will mean’ our znatichal extine-
tion. Who.-would be left to build

-
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socialism in the heap of radio-
active ruins that would remain?”

Spaia

SANTIAGO CARILLO, general
secretary of the Communist Party
of Spain at the Socialist Unity
Party Congress in the German
Democratic Republic:

“The Communist Party of
Spain which was raised on the
principles of Marxism-Leninism,
in the spirit of internationalism
and for love for the /Soviet Union,
has regarded the struggle for
peace as one of its great revolu-
tionary. tasks. During the three
years of our national revolution-
ary war we told our pcople—and
so it was in fact—that we are
fighting for the peace of the
world.

“That is why we¢ have con-
demned with 21! wur strength the
vacillating petty-oourgeous ele-
ments who thini they have found
a solution to our «ifficulties in
the development of & war on an
international scale.

“In the light of our historic -
experience, it {s natural that our
party today unreservedly, com-
pletely and fully support the
peace policy of the Soviet Union
which with all our love has
found such a remarkable spokes-
man and defender as your ad-
mirable Comrade Khrushchev.”

Lungary

The Hugarian Socialist Worl-
ers Party categorically and with
unmistalable - singlemindedness

- has judged and is judging the

present dogmatism and sectarian-
ism. With this, it also defends
the well tried Marxism-Lenin-
ism principles basic to its own
policies and actions. We go all
out in defense of the creative,
revolutionary * theory, strategy
and tactics of Communism, be-
cause we are convinced that the”
experiences of the Hungarian
Socialist Workers Party corrobo-
rates these theories, strategy and
tactics, which are attacked and
libeled by the dogmatists. -

The history of the last six
years has posed those questions,
and has answered them in a
manner that proves creative
Marxism, which form the subject
of the debates of the day. It
there ever was a country and a
Party in a difiicult situation
during the last decade, in 1556
and early 1957, it was the Hun-
garian People’s Republic and the
Hungarian Workers Party. It is
indisputable that one of the main
reasans for this difficult situation,
for the counterrevolution, was
the cult of personality and the
sectarian-dogmatic peclicy which
the leeders of Albania and their
supporters are defending and
which is being realized in Al-
bania more completely and
brutally.

Our Party had already stated
in December, 1956, that neithev
the revisionists, traitors, nor the
counterrevolutionary forces of
the reactionary national bourge-

istes, nor th florls of -
matioNRREOXEIT ot R RiAas

© it was

caured the cruption of counter-
revolutionary  insurrection  in
Hungary if the Rakosi cliqque
had not undeimined our Party's
contact with the masses by their
dogriatic and scctarian policy, if
they had not shaken the power
of the Dictatorship of the Pro-

letarian.
The Albanian leaders have for

years spread a false “interpreta-

tion” of the 1956 counterrevolu-
tion; from among its cause they
have removed the policies of the
Rakosi clique. They say. rather
that it was the denunciation of
the persenality cult and the
criticism of the sectarian-dog-
matic poelicy that caused the
counter-revolulic..,

The Central C...unittee of the
Hungarian Workers Party pro-
tested against this distortion, in
a letter written a year and a
half ago to the Central Commit-
‘tee of the Albanian Labor
Party.

“We are outraged,” said the
letter, “at the fact that your
functionaries, disregarding the
evaluation of our Party, know-
ingly falsify the lessons of the
1956 Hungarian Counterrevolu-
tion. It is an undeniable fact that
the personality cult and the dog-
matic policy opened the way to
the counterrevolution, that it
struck a hard blow at the’inter-
national position of the Hun-
garian People’s Republic, that it
damaged the international labor
movement and endangered
peace.”’

It was the Soviet.Union in
1956, too, that played the de-
cisive role in the preservation
of Socialism and pecace. It was
the power of the Soviet Union

that forced the imperialists to .

stop their aggression against
Egypt and the imminent inter-
vention against the Hungarian
People’'s Republic. At that time,
the impecialists and
counterrevelutionaries, at pres-
ent it is the “leftist” opportun-
ists, that attacked the aid given
by the Soviet Union and the
friendship of the Soviet and
Hungarian pecples.

Let the Hungarian counter-
revolution: be a-warning example
of where demagogic sectarian-
ism would lead on an interna-
tional scale. On the other hand,
the history of the struggle
against the -counter-revolution
proves, that the policy of
the 20th Congress of the
CPSU is the- policy of the
victory of class struggle
and of the socialist revolution.
The Hungarian Workers Party
defeated counterrevolution, lig-
-uidated dogmatism and revision-
ism, worked out a program of
consolidation and has lead, and
is leading the complicated talk
of building Socialism with that
same creative Marxist policy,
which is being labeled “revision-
ism, and opportunism” by the
representatives of sectarian dog-
matism. .

We were acting in the spirit
-of this policy when we fought
an armed struggle against the
counterrevolution; when It was
necessary, we “swam against the
tide” and we did not hesitate

the criminals and traitors. As re-
sult of this, we achieved consoli-
dation much faster than was ex-
pected, we struck roots amongst
the masses, we reestablished and
strengthened the prestige of the
Party, accomplished the socialist
reorganization of agriculture and
laid the groundwork for socialist
reorganizaticn of agriculture and
laid the groundwork for social-
ism in our country.

The “letter” opportunists like
to repcat often the charge, that
the views of creative Marxism,
the principles laid down by the
20th Congress of the CPSU, are
“conciliatory” towards revision-
ism, are in fact ‘*‘revisionist”
themselves. Our Party, which
was reoryanized in the context
of a two-front struggle, has
gained invaluable experiences in
the struggle against right, and
“left” opportunism, Our experi-
ences fortify that Marxist truth,
which «tates that revisionism can
be defeated only with a theory
and practice that is frce from
dogmatisim and sectarianism. At

present also, in the name of re-
volutionary Marxism, we are
fighting against the revival of
rightest tendencies, against mis-
conceptions condemned by his-
tory and against false slogans.
The rightists too will not be
able to take advantaze from now
on, of the condemnation of
“leftist” opportunism.

The moral lessons of the hise
tory of the Hungarian closa
struggle are that the condemna-
tion and defeat of the cult of
the personality and the proper
application of the theory and
practice of the internalional re-
volutionary movement help to
_increase the strength and respect
ot socialism and are detrimental
to Imperialism.

Six years ago, the “Hungarian -
Question” was one of the main
arguments of anti-communist
propaganda, which was directed
not only against the Humgarian
People’s Republic, but against
the Soclalist camp and the re-
volutionary workers movement
as well. And today The Come
munist Parties of the western
countries are announcing, pro-
posing and demanding: “Let's talk
avout Hungary!™

They may well talk about

Hungary. Not because the Hun-
garian People’s Republic pleasas
the imperialists better than, say,
six years ago, but because our
country, the practice of our
Party, proves to the working
masses that despotism is part and
parcel of capitalism and is cone
trary to the dictatorship of the
proletariat. It proves that the
working class in power creates
socialist demnocracy. The “Hune
garian  Question” has turned
against the imperialist provoca-
teurs and aggressors.

France

WALDECK ROCHET speaking
fc:rtetge French Communist Party
stated:

“Our main task consists in
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- of the missiles. Lhey are pressing
Below is the Communist Party WORLD PEACE was saved; éorb the outright invasion of
of the U.S. statement discussing peaceful coexistence and peaceful l}";thermore they have drawn
the world struggle for peace and, competition were vindicated; and the danger ¢ Y
- ) X » ) R gerqus and erroneous
especially, how it expressed it- lthe right :’f C;‘b.a- to determire o con t jat the “policy . of
self in the Cuban crisis. The sf;;;“:}l’s‘:c‘z ?valsf;ri?i,gzg own strength” has ‘been vindicated,
statement follows: F’remier Khrvushchev stood g:geghﬁ;;tréig,r:;:gdrizéo:di:g_
* forth as one of the great states- turous line by U.S. imperialism
men of our limes, fully deserving especially towar'd' the Soviet’
THE AMERICAN people, in the accolades of appreciation Union and the other socialist
common with all humanity, which arose from the most ) . s R
> . . A ) states, but also against the neu-
breathed a deep sigh of relief diverse world quarters for his | . X
wheny in the recent Caribbean  unwavering, realistic and monu-  tralist and newly emerging in-
crisis, a nuclear war was avert- . inental service to the cause of dependcm; countries.
ed, and the invasion of Cuba, world peace. * .
- which could have triggered such The assessment of the Carib- IN THE NATIONAL interest
a world war, was prevented. bean crisis is not merely a mat-- ©Of our country, and in solidarity
The stage had been set for  ter of an abstract “post-mortem,”  With international Marxist and
such a dreaded Armageddon by  or of Monday morning “second- ©other peace forces th?oughout
the aggressive and unilateral  guessing.” The success of the the world. the Communist Party:
brinkmanship of U.S. imperial- wnole struggle for world peace, of the U.S. dgmsxvebf rejects this
ism, In particular by President  present and future, whether' View _and‘ will continue to op-
Kennedy’s reckless blockade of  over dunger spots in the Far Pose it with maximum effort as
Cuba, his piratical interference East, Berlin, Africa or Latin & menace to the strug_gle for
with freedom of the scas, and  Rmerica, depends upon a correct  Deace and peaceful coexistence.
‘his  unwarranted intervention  evaluation of the Caribbean For this reason, the Communist
into the internal affairs of an  crisis, its outcome and signifi- Party of the U.S. regretfully finds
independent nation. - cance, It necessary to take sharp pub-
" Catastrophe was averted by * lic issue with the policy of the
the firm policy of peaceful co- POWERFUL ultra-Right cir- Chinese Commupxst Part}_/ in re-
existence flexibly and correctly cles — enraged by the peaceful spect to the Caribbean crisis and
applied, in the first place by the settlement of the crisis — are in respect to. its wrong position
Soviet Union, and adhered to by  exclaiming that President Ken- on peaceful coexistence in gen-
virtually the entire world Marx- nedy played a “sell-out” role, eral.
ist movement; by the peace policy and are pressing for a more ad- In effect, the position of the
of the heroic Cuban people and  venturous policy for U.S. imperi~  Chinesc Communist Party, like
their government led by Fidel! alism in respect to Cuba and all  that of certain powerful U.S.
Castro; by the pressures for over the world.. They have al~ monopoly circles, is that the reso~
world peace exerted by the neu- ready compelled the Administra- lution of the Caribbean crisis is
tralist countries; and by the tion to equivocate on the no-in- a victory for U.S. imperialism, its
forces of peace in the capitalist vasion promise given by Ken- “policy of strength” and “tough-
states, including our own coun- nedy when Premier Khrushchev  ness” over the alleged weakness,
try, who rallicd around the slo-  originally agreed to the removal fear and capitulation of the So-
gan, “No war over Cuba.” o ot ’ viet Union. )

This pseudo-left dogmatic and
sectarian line of our Chinese com-
rades dovetails with that of the
most adventurous U.S. imperial-

the idea \is sioni : ists-and gives the latter encour-
e Ié;;aetn:;s :;g’rguﬂesréxsoﬁf the international communist agement. Not only is it harmful
tionary perspective. Because on movement. and mco'rrect, but‘ the Chmqse
the smoking ruins no socialism “We fully support the proposal gﬁ’mm]'g“st p l‘“ty ek St;r.nalt.lc‘
can be built. On the contrary we of Comrade Khrushchev to avoid in il?réou?fz:‘inesy al:éls Ivl[rzli?:is;sP;?f
the sonvinced that in our epoch  public polemics and to allaw  ties of the world, in utter disre-
the fight for peace has become a i ’ o oS
primary condition of the struggle ume for tempers to calm down. gard of the 8l-party statement
for socialism.” “We express "our agrecment Which it signed, and In violation
with the line of the Communist of the norn'-x of all Marx.xs‘t parties
Party of the Sovi ; to fix their own policies, and
arty of the Soviet Union adopted finally to the detriment and dis-
ancgfa at the 20th and 22nd Congress unity of the broad peace move-
< and with that of the 81 Party ment, in individual countries and
BACHIR HADJ ALI First Sec- statement on the basis of our own. o0 @ world scale.
vetary of the Central Com mittee experlence. After the crisis in the * -
of the Communist Party of Al- Caribbean an old peasant said to felTthEtCPthz} ctzzntx;ott b}e indif-
apig e R ‘ent to e fac at t Chi-
Kf.na. from remarks at the So- mi ‘It is sald that Khrushch nese Communist Part;lesg:};s
cialist Unlty Party Congress in Is sal a FUSACACY  converts for its dangerous poli-
.the German Democratic Repube does not §ehevc in God. Butda.  cies in our country, and that the
lic: has won 4 place in Paradise by open promulgation of its poli-
“Just as saving the world from a war.* cles can only spread confusion
o uhmwe seek a policy of “We must also add that he hag 274 disruption. It rejects the
Yy w our own country so ed Soclallst Cuba.” line of the Chinesel- Communist
00 we struggle for unity within sav 2. Party and, in the interest of
15
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peace and peaceful cocxistence,
encrgetically opposes it
The CPUSA has hoped that the

war but to peace. The use of
the vile slander of “Munich” and
“appeasement” is an absurd dis-

gharp strictures by the world tortion of history and is un-_
Marxist movement against the worthy of consideration by Marx~
unprincipled anti-Sovict, anii= ist or any scrious historian.

peate and anti-Marxist line of
the Albanian Communist Par'gy,
of whom the Chinese Communist
Party is the principal support_er,
would have had a beneficial
effcet upon our Chinese Com-=
rades, at least. ‘It had l}opedfth':;\t “must operate on the Dbasis of
its constant, rflamli%i“g? poeac‘ef scientific principles.” Lenin thus
?SFeggélsi:tzgcelf\'otld also have glfl}zora}.ltes, “Science demands,
carricd. some weight with the irst, the Cdlc‘ﬂat.lon of the ex-

: ist Party. But Der{ence‘of other countries, es-
Chinese Communist . pocially if thess other Coumirion

'3 .

THE DOGMATIC and seccta-
rian repetition of phrases by our
Chinese comrades reflects a fail-
ure to grasp the essence of Len-
in’s admonition that Communists

neither of these, sound and re- also capitalist countries, are un-
sponsible attitudes achieved the dergoing, or have recently un-
necessary results ’ dergone, a very similar experi-
The CPUSA must now speak ence; second, science demands
plainly und bluntly, conscious of the caleulation of all forces,®
its natioual and international ob- groups, parties, classes and
ligations, as the Marxist-Lenin- masses operating in the g}iven
ist Party in the heartland of the couniry, and does not demand
world’s most powerful and arro- that policy be determined by
gant imperialism.. | . mere desires and views, degree
The CPUSA, at the same time, of class consciousness and read-
reiterates its deep appreciation iness for battle of only one group
of the past achievements of the : .
Chinese Communist Party, its es- or party.” Here, Lenin gives a
tablishment of socialism in the sharp warning against both nar-
world’s most populous country, row nationalism and against the
the victory of the Chinese people mechanical dogmatic application
over Chiang Kai-shek, the stooge ~ of policy.
of U.S. aid world imperialism. ’ We do not accept the negative
- attitude .of the{Communist Party
X Rl - of China on peaceful transition
THE [IHRRONZEOUS and dan- to socialism. We hold that they "
gerous character of the policies fail to consider what is the new
pursuced by the Communist Party situation in the world which
oi China, on which their position strengthens the struggle for a
on the recent events in Cuba is peaceful tr;{sition. Without
obviously based, was already elaboration at Lhis time, we also

evident in its statements and dec-
larations over a number of years.
These views find their sharpest
and clearest expression to date in
their editorial on “the differ-
ences” with the Italian Commu-
nist Party published in the Wash-
ington Post of January 3rd.

The threat of.thermonuclear
world war was not and is not a
paper tiger, either tactically or
strategically. That threat in the
Cuban crisis posed the possibil-
ity of final total disaster for mil~
lions of people, including every
major city in the couniries on
the three continents of the north-
ern hemisphere, and that includes
our own country, the U.S., as
well as the Soviet Union, East-
ern and Western Europe and
China. All the military installa-
tions were part of the alert and
the.count-down.

The victory for the policy of
peaceful co-existence with its
negotiations and compromises to
maintain peace and the integrity
of nations has nothing in common
with the slanderous charge of
“Munich.” They are not sieps to ~

differentiate from their views on
the struggle against monopoly.
capital, and especially as regard
to our own country.

K
WE DEEPLY REGRET the
necessity to express such sharp
differences with our Chinese
comrades. The world needs the
unity of the socialist sector. That
American imperialism grabs at
every point of difference is to
. be expected. The fight against im=-
» perialism, and for peace and so-
cialism requires international
working class solidarity and the
unity of the forces of the social=
ist sector in this world today.
That unity is not to be achieved
by the compromise of basic prin=
ciples. It can be achieved only
on the basis of the policies of
the 81-Party statement. We hope
that our Chinese comrades will
correct their policies in accord
with the tested experience and-
line of the world Marxist move=
ment.
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THE ULTRA-RIGHT and the
KENNEDY ., ADMINISTRATION

THE threat from the ultra=
Right continues to mount in the
U.S. At the same time, the Ken-
nedy Administration pursues a

cold-war, interventionist, and -

. generally anti-democratic course

The Kennedy Administration
pursues 'a contradictory course
which flows from the instability
of the U.S. imperialist position,
from the new -relationship of
world forces, (the growing
strength of the socialist, anti-
imperialist and peace forces),
which it recognizes but does not
fully and properly asscss. Its
wavering course results also from
the pressure of the mass of peo-

ple in our own country, particu- -

larly from the working class,
the Negro people, the peace forces
which have been its main mass
support and which elected it.

1t is of course true that these
maneuvers, pretenses and con-
cessions are forced upon him by

the strength of the world peace’

forces, by the deterioration of
imperialism in particular, by the
declining world prestige and po-
sition of U.S. imperialism in par-
ticular, and by the deep-rooted
peace and democratic sentiment
of the American people. .
But the fact remains that the
Kennedy Administration has not
closed the door to accommodation
to those world realities, as the
ultra-Right wishes it to do, and
this involves a certain recognition
of the new necessities of the pres-
ent-day world at home and
abroad. This is an important dif-
ference, which the forces for
peace and democracy must recog-
nize and exploit in order to bring
about the required change in na-
tional policy.
It would be a serious mistake
to underestimate the danger to
peace and democracy of the Ken-~
nedy Administration. 1t would be
“no less serious a mistake to un-
der-rate the possibilities of pres-
suring it in another direction. It
ijs essential to fight imperialism,
war, and reactoinary measurcs

_ whether it comes from the Ken-

nedy government Or the ultra-
Right. .

However, the situation requires
that the main direction of the at-
tack should be at the war-mong-
ering and fascist forces who are
presseuring the Kennedy Admin-
istration further to the Right. At
the same time, every policy or
action of Kennedy that plays in-
to the hands of the Right should
be sharply opposed and criti-
cized, building up the pressures
upon _the Administration for a
_change of policy in the direction

of peaceful coexistence and de-
fense of democracy. :
Gus Hall, Political Affairs,
August 1961

~
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A

POLIGY

PEACE and PEACEFUL
COEXI S’I‘E‘l}ICE

PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE is
the only policy which is in ac-
cordance with the state of the.

‘world today. The basic shift in

world rclations, which has pro=
ceeded since the end of world
War 1I, cannot be reversed. The
main historic trend c\’ontinues: in
favor of socialism, of independ-
ence from imperialism, of the
forces of democracy and prog=

_ress. Ours is the epoch of the

disintegration of imperialism. It
is the epoch of the rise, consoli=
dation and final victory of world
socialism. In such an epoch, the

strength of the world forces ar-
rayed- against imperialism must
continue to grow, and with it the
realistic possibility of averting

war between capitalist and SO0~

cialist states and of establishing
peaceful coexistence as a long-
range policy. In such an epoch,
war is not inevitable, and world

peace and disarmament can be

fought for as realizable goals.

However, peace will not come
of itself. It must be fought for.
To obtain a national policy of
peaceful coexistence, the people
must wage a constant struggle
against the big monopoly and
imperialist forces in our country
__the forces who seek to block
the liberation struggles of col-
onial and oppressed peoples and
to “contain” socialism, while at
the same time they strive to ad=-
vance their own aggressive, €X=
pansionist ambitions.

Today, American imperialism

* slrives to undermine and destroy

the revolution of the Cuban peo=
ple through economic warfare,
accompanied by plots and prepa-=
rations for military intervention.
In the Congo, Wall Street allies
itself with Belgian imperialism,
with the aim of taking into its
own hands control of the coun-
try’s resources and depriving the
Congolese people of their hard-
won independence. The fight for
peace, which is menaced by these
aggressive imperialist policies,
demands an unrelenting struggle
by the American people against
ihe actions of U.S. imperialism in
{hese and other parts of the
world. It demands their whole=
hearted support for all struggles
of colonial and oppressed peo-
plos for their frecdom. )

The fight for peace demands a
far greater struggle for the recog-
nition of Pcople’s China, for her
admission to the UN, for an end
to American _occupation of Chin-
ase icrritory through the puppet
Chiang Kai-shek, and for the
1ifting of the total economic em=
bargo which now exists.

Communist Party
Resolution, Aug. 1960

~
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:"The Boviets Organize. and Reorganize"

In Soviet in&ustry; théhf61Iowing_ﬁajot:reqrgaﬁiiatiohs

have occurred in recent years:: R . _ _ :

1, 1In 1953, after Stalin's death, Malenkor tried to ,
combine Stalin's 57 ministries into a small, number of '
Super-ministries. He hoped to eliminate diplication
between the various ministerial empires, btt the
results were chaotic, ministries were recreited, and
in little more than a year, there were as meny
ministries as before,

2. Beginning in 1954, a decentralizing reorganization
was tried, with many factories removed from direct
Moscow control, and put under Union Republic or Oblast
(provincial) direction, This reform vas never gompletely
Qarrr‘;‘vgd o\.‘lt . ' ’ :

3. In 1857, virtually all economic ministries were
abolished and a system of 103 regional economic
“9uncils (Sovnarkhozy) was set up, with functional
subdivisions in eack Sovnarkhoz. The object was to
reduce duplicatjon hetween ministries and over-
centralization, but to the degree that these aims
were achicved, they were purchased at the cost of
regional duplication and localism., In June-July 1960,
operational centrol of the local Sovnarkhozy was
given to Republic Sovnarkhozy.

4. In November 19€2, Khrushchev moved to enlarge the
Sovnarkhozy geographically, and to split them
functionally, along with corresponding party organs,
into industrial and agricultural sections, Further-
more, party officials and party orgens are to assume
a direct, cperational regsponsibility, rather than
limiting themselves to indirect contyol through state
organs.

Without retracing here the details of agricultural reorganiza-
tion through the years, it should be noted that it has been

at least as frequent, and that in agriculture the tendency

to lecok for individual scapegoats is stronger, On 8 March
1963, a new Minister of Agxiculture (Ivan P. Volovchenko)

was appointed, the fourth in four years. His predecessor
(Konstantin Pysin) had only lasted ten months.

There is no better example of the shifting sands of
Soviet rule than the history of the planning apparatus,
which is supposed to draw up long range plans and see that
they are carried out on a day~to-day basis. In 1248-1949,
Gosplan, the State Planning Commission, was changed to a
Committee, and stripped of its material allocation and
technical departments. In 1953 this change was reversed, and
Gosplan was strengthened again. Then in 1955, Gosplan was
split iInto a long-term planning organ (still calied Gosplan)
and a State Economic Commission (Gosekonomkommissia) Tor
current planning; the technical department was also split
off again. 1In 1957, when the Sovnarkhozy were established,
the Gosekonomkommissia was abolished, and Gosplan was made
stronger than ever, recovering contyrol of current planning
and assuming powers formerly exercised by the now-defunct
ministries. However, an Economic-Science Council
(Gosekononsovet) was created, and in 1960, this body took
over long range planning from Gosplan, In the November 1962
recrganization, Gosplan was again redirected to assume long-
term planning responéibilities, with current planning mostly
in the hands of Republic and lower planning organs, under the
supervision of the USSR Council of National Economy (USSR
Scovnarkhoz). To expect far-sighted planning from bodies which
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are so’ subject to change themselves. is obviously ridiculous.
Every Such reorganization of course involves shifts of '
personnel, reclassification of:files and indices, and
constant interruptions of work to deal with organizational
problems. Experienced bureaucrats probably find these
changes a welcome opportunity to conceal their personal
failures and build new empires. ' There-is an old'military
proverb which the Soviets seem.to ignore: "Order, countér-
order, disorder." .. - . ST AR

AR
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